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PREFACE TO VOLUME I 
OF THE FIRST EDITION 


The present work is the first volume of a substantially enlarged 
version of the mimeographed notes of a course of lectures first given 
by me in the Indian Statistical Institute, Calcutta, India, during 
1964-65. When it was suggested that these lectures be developed into 
a book, I readily agreed and took the opportunity to extend the scope 
of the material covered. 

No background in physics is in principle necessary for understand- 
ing the essential ideas in this work. However, a high degree of 
mathematical maturity is certainly indispensable. It is safe to say 
that I aim at an audience composed of professional mathematicians, 
advanced graduate students, and, hopefully, the rapidly increasing 
group of mathematical physicists who are attracted to fundamental 
mathematical questions. 

Over the years, the mathematics of quantum theory has become 
more abstract and, consequently, simpler. Hilbert spaces have been 
used from the very beginning and, after Weyl and Wigner, group 
representations have come in conclusively. Recent discoveries seem to 
indicate that the role of group representations is destined for further 
expansion, not to speak of the impact of the theory of several complex 
variables and function-space analysis. But all of this pertains to the 
world of interacting subatomic particles; the more modest view of the 
microscopic world presented in this book requires somewhat less. The 
reader with a knowledge of abstract integration, Hilbert space theory, 
and topological groups will find the going easy. 

Part of the work which went into the writing of this book was 
supported by the National Science Foundation Grant No. GP-5224. I 
have profited greatly from conversations with many friends and 
colleagues at various institutions. To all of them, especially to R. 
Arens, R. J. Blattner, R. Ranga Rao, K. R. Parthasarathy, and S. R. S. 
Varadhan, my sincere thanks. I want to record my deep thanks to 
my colleague Don Babbitt who read through the manuscript carefully, 
discovered many mistakes, and was responsible for significant im- 
provement of the manuscript. My apologies are due to all those whose 
work has been ignored or, possibly, incorrectly (and/or insufficiently) 
discussed. Finally, I want to acknowledge that this book might never 
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VIVE 
have made its way into print but for my wife. She typed the entire 
manuscript, encouraged me when my enthusiasm went down, and 
made me understand some of the meaning of our ancient words, 


wea Uta AT BAG ATTA! 


To her my deep gratitude. 


Spring, 1968 V. S. VARADARAJAN 


* Bhagavadgita, 2:47a. 


PREFACE TO THE SECOND EDITION 


aAaafuarcas AT aA aTaA! * 


It was about four years ago that Springer-Verlag suggested that a revised 
edition in a single volume of my two-volume work may be worthwhile. 
I agreed enthusiastically but the project was delayed for many reasons, one 
of the most important of which was that I did not have at that time any 
clear idea as to how the revision was to be carried out. Eventually I decided 
to leave intact most of the original material, but make the current edition a 
little more up-to-date by adding, in the form of notes to the individual 
chapters, some recent references and occasional brief discussions of topics 
not treated in the original text. The only substantive change from the earlier 
work is in the treatment of projective geometry; Chapters II through V of 
the original Volume I have been condensed and streamlined into a single 
Chapter II. I wish to express my deep gratitude to Donald Babbitt for 
his generous advice that helped me in organizing this revision, and to 
Springer-Verlag for their patience and understanding that went beyond 
what one has a right to expect from a publisher. 

I suppose an author’s feelings are always mixed when one of his books that 
is comparatively old is brought out once again. The progress of Science in our 
time is so explosive that a discovery is hardly made before it becomes 
obsolete; and yet, precisely because of this, it is essential to keep in sight the 
origins of things that are taken for granted, if only to lend some perspective 
to what we are trying to achieve. All I can say is that there are times when 
one should look back as well as forward, and that the ancient lines, part of 
which are quoted above still capture the spirit of my thoughts. 


Pacific Palisades, V.S. VaRADARAJAN 
Dec. 22, 1984 


* Bhagavadgita, 2:47a. 
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INTRODUCTION 


As laid down by Dirac in his great classic [1], the principle of 
superposition of states is the fundamental concept on which the quan- 
tum theory of atomic systems is to be erected. Dirac’s development 
of quantum mechanics on an axiomatic basis is undoubtedly in keep- 
ing with the greatest traditions of the physical sciences. The scope 
and power of this principle can be recognized at once if one recalls 
that it survived virtually unmodified throughout the subsequent transi- 
tion to a relativistic view of the atomic world. It must be pointed out, 
however, that the precise mathematical nature of the superposition 
principle was only implicit in the discussions of Dirac; we are in- 
debted to John von Neumann for explicit formulation. In his charac- 
teristic way, he discovered that the set of experimental statements of 
a quantum mechanical system formed a projective geometry—the 
projective geometry of subspaces of a complex, separable, infinite 
dimensional Hilbert space. With this as a point of departure, he 
carried out a mathematical analysis of the axiomatic foundations of 
quantum mechanics which must certainly rank among his greatest 
achievements [1} [8] [4] [5] [6]. 

Once the geometric point of view is accepted, impressive conse- 
quences follow. The automorphisms of the geometry describe. the 
dynamical and kinematical structure of quantum mechanical systems, 
thus leading to the linear character of quantum mechanics. The 
covariance of the physical laws under appropriate space-time groups 
consequently expresses itself in the form of projective unitary repre- 
sentations of these groups. The economy of thought as well as the 
unification of method that this point of view brings forth is truly 
immense; the Schrodinger equation, for example, is obtained from a 
representation of the time-translation group, the Dirac equation from 
a representation of the inhomogeneous Lorentz group. This develop- 
ment is the work of many mathematicians and physicists. However, 
insofar as the mathematical theory is concerned, no contribution is 
more outstanding than that of Eugene P. Wigner. Beginning with 
his famous article on time inversion and throughout his great papers 
on relativistic invariance [1] [3] [4] [5] [6], we find a beautiful and 
coherent approach to the mathematical description of the quantum 
mechanical world which achieves nothing less than the fusion of 
group theory and quantum mechanics, and moreover does this without 
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compromising in any manner the axiomatic principles formulated by 
Dirac and von Neumann. 

My own interest in the mathematical foundations of quantum me- 
chanics received a great stimulus from the inspiring lectures given by 
Professor George W. Mackey at the University of Washington in 
Seattle during the summer of 1961. The present volumes are in great 
part the result of my interest in a detailed elaboration of the main 
features of the theory sketched by Mackey in those lectures. In sum, 
my indebtedness to Professor Mackey’s lectures and to the books and 
papers of von Neumann and Wigner is immense and carries through 
this entire work. 

There exist today many expositions of the basic principles of 
quantum mechanics. At the most sophisticated mathematical level, 
there are the books of von Neumann [1], Hermann Wey] [1] and 
Mackey [1]. But, insofar as I am aware, there is no account of the 
technical features of the geometry and group theory of quantum me- 
chanical systems that is both reasonably self-contained and comprehen- 
sive enough to be able to include Lorentz invariance. Moreover, recent 
re-examinations of the fundamental ideas by numerous mathematicians 
have produced insights that have substantially added to our under- 
standing of quantum foundations. From among these I -want to single 
out for special mention Gleason’s proof that quantum mechanical states 
are represented by the so-called density matrices, Mackey’s extensive 
work on systems of imprimitivity and group representations, and Barg- 
mann’s work on the cohomology of Lie groups, particularly of the 
physically interesting groups and their extensions. All of this has made 
possible a conceptually unified and technically cogent development of 
the theory of quantum mechanical systems from a completely geometric 
point of view. The present work is an attempt to present such an 
approach. 

Our approach may be described by means of a brief outline of the 
contents of the three parts that make up this work. The first part begins by 
introducing the viewpoint of von Neumann according to which every 
physical system has in its background a certain orthocomplemented lattice 
whose elements may be identified with the experimentally verifiable prop- 
ositions about the system. For classical systems this lattice (called the 
logic of the system) is a Boolean o-algebra while for quantum systems it is 
highly nondistributive. This points to the relevance of the theory of 
complemented lattices to the axiomatic foundations of quantum mechanics. 
In the presence of modularity and finiteness of rank, these lattices decom- 
pose into a direct sum of irreducible ones, called geometries. A typical 
example of a geometry is the lattice of subspaces of a finite dimensional 
vector space over a division ring. The theory of these vector geometries is 
taken up in Chapter II. The isomorphisms of such a geometry are induced in 
a natural fashion by semilinear transformations. Orthocomplementations 
are induced by definite semi-bilinear forms which are symmetric with 
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respect to suitable involutive anti-automorphisms of the basic division ring. 
If the division ring is the reals, complexes or quaternions, this leads to the 
Hilbert space structures. In this chapter, we also examine the relation 
between axiomatic geometry and analytic geometry along classical lines 
with suitable modifications in order to handle the infinite dimensional case 
also. The main result of this chapter is the theorem which asserts that an 
abstractly given generalized geometry (i.e., one whose dimension need 
not be finite) of rank >4 is isomorphic to the lattice of all finite 
dimensional subspaces of a vector space over a division ring. The 
division ring is an invariant of the lattice. 

The second part analyzes the structure of the logics of quantum mechani- 
cal systems. In Chapter III, we introduce the notion of an abstract logic 
(= orthocomplemented weakly modular o-lattice) and the observables and 
states associated with it. It is possible that certain observables need not be 
simultaneously observable. It is proved that for a given family of observ- 
ables to be simultaneously measurable, it is necessary and sufficient that the 
observables of the family be classically related, i.e., that there exists a 
Boolean sub o-algebra of the logic in question to which all the mem- 
bers of the given family are associated. Given an observable and a 
state, it is shown how to compute the probability distribution of the 
observable in that state. In Chapter IV, we take up the problem of singling 
out the logic of all subspaces of a Hilbert space by a set of neat axioms. 
Using the results of Chapter II, it is proved that the standard logics are 
precisely the projective ones. The analysis of the notions of an observable 
and a state carried out in Chapter III now leads to the correspondence 
between observables and self-adjoint operators, and between the pure states 
and the rays of the underlying Hilbert space. The automorphisms of the 
standard logics are shown to be induced by the unitary and antiunitary 
operators. With this the von Neumann program of a deductive description 
of the principles of quantum mechanics is completed. The remarkable fact 
that there is a Hilbert space whose self-adjoint operators represent the 
observables and whose rays describe the (pure) states is thus finally 
established to be a consequence of the projective nature of the underlying 
logic. 

The third and final part of the work deals with specialized questions. The 
main problem is that of a covariant description of a quantum mechanical 
system, the covariance being with respect to suitable symmetry groups of 
the system. The theory of such systems leads to sophisticated problems of 
harmonic analysis on locally compact groups. Chapters V, VI, and VII are 
devoted to these purely mathematical questions. The results obtained are 
then applied to yield the basic physical results in Chapters VIII and IX. 
In Chapter VIII, the Schrédinger equation is obtained and the relations 
between the Heisenberg and Schrédinger formulations of quantum 
mechanics are analyzed. The usual expressions for the position, momentum, 
and energy observables of a quantum mechanical particle are shown to be 
inevitable consequences of the basic axioms and the requirement of 
covariance. In addition, a classification of single particle systems is obtained 
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in terms of the spin of the particle. The spin of a particle, which is so charac- 
teristic of quantum mechanics, is a manifestation of the geometry of the 
configuration space of the particle. 

The final chapter discusses the description of free particles from the 
relativistic viewpoint. The results of Chapters V, VI and VII are used to 
obtain a classification of these particles in terms of their mass and spin. 
With each particle it is possible to associate a vector bundle whose square 
integrable sections constitute the Hilbert space of the particle. These 
abstract results lead to the standard transformation formulae for the (one 
particle) states under the elements of the relativity group. By taking 
Fourier transforms, it is possible to associate with each particle a definite 
wave equation. In particular, the Dirac equation of the free electron is 
obtained in this manner. The same methods lead to the localization in space, 
for a given time instant, of the particles of nonzero rest mass. The chapter 
ends with an analysis of Galilean relativity. It is shown that the free 
particles which are governed by Galilei’s principle of relativity are none 
other than the Schrodinger particles of positive mass and arbitrary spin. 

With this the program of obtaining a geometric view of the quan- 
tum mechanical world is completed. It is my belief that no other ap- 
proach leads so clearly and smoothly to the fundamental results. It 
may be hoped that such methods may also lead to a successful de- 
scription of the world of interacting particles and their fields. The 
realization of such hopes seems to be a matter for the future. 


V.S. VARADARAJAN 


CHAPTER I 


BOOLEAN ALGEBRAS ON A CLASSICAL 
PHASE SPACE 


1. THE CLASSICAL PHASE SPACE 


We begin with a brief account of the usual description of a classical 
mechanical system with a finite number of degrees of freedom. Associated 
with such a system there is an integer n, and an open set M of the n- 
dimensional space R" of n-tuples (x,, %2,---,%,) of real numbers. 7 is 
called the number of degrees of freedom of the system. The points of 
represent the possible configurations of the system. A state of the system 
at any instant of time is specified completely by giving a 2n-tuple 
(21, %o,-*+, Ln, Piy***, Pn) Such that (x,,---, x,) represents the configura- 
tion and (p,,---, p,) the momentum vector, of the system at that instant 
of time. The possible states of the system are thus represented by the 
points of the open set M x R®* of R?". The law of evolution of the system is 
specified by a smooth function H on M x Rk", called the Hamiltonian of 
the system. If (x,(t),---, x(t), p(t), ---, p,(t)) represents the state of the 
system at time ¢, then the functions 2;(-), p;(-), 1=1, 2,---,n, satisfy 
the well known differential equations: 


di = oy = i, 2, »n, 
dt ap, 
o d oH 
a = ——) = . 
dt is, re ion 


For most of the systems which arise in practice these equations have 
unique solutions for all t in the sense that given any real number fp, 
and a point (21°, %°,-++, %,°, 21°,-*+,; Pn°) of Mx R", there exists a 
unique differentiable map ¢ + (x,(t),---, a(t), pilt),--+, Palt)) of R* into 
M x R" such that 2;(-) and p,(-) satisfy the equations (1) with the ential 
conditions 


(2) %(to) = x;°, p,(to) = pi; 4=1,2,---, 7. 


If we denote by s an arbitrary point of M x R", it then follows in the 
standard fashion that for any ¢ there exists a mapping D(t)(s > D(t)s) 
v | 
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of M x R* into itself with the property that if s is the state of the system 
at time ty, D(t)s is the state of the system at time ¢+t). The transfor- 
mations D(t) are one-one, map M x R" onto itself and satisfy the equations: 


D(0) =I (the identity mapping), 
(3) D(—t) = Dit)~?, 
D(t, +t2) = D(t,)D(ta). 


If, in addition, H is an indefinitely differentiable function, then the D(t) 
are also indefinitely differentiable and the correspondence ¢ — D(t) 
defines a one-parameter differentiable transformation group of M x R" so 
that the map t,s—> D(t)s of Rix Mx R" into Mx R* is indefinitely 
differentiable. The set M x R” of all the possible states of the system is 
called the phase space of the system. 

In the formulation described above, the physical quantities or the 
observables of the system are described by real valued functions on M x R”. 
For example, if the system is that of a single particle of mass m which 
moves under some potential field, then n=3, M = R°, and the Hamiltonian 
H is given by 


1 
(4) F(x, ,%9,%3,P1,Po,P3) = 5— (P17 +P2” +p") + V(x1,%2,%5). 


2m 
The function s —> (p,2+,27 + 7)/2m is the kinetic energy of the particle 
and the function s > V(x,,2,x%3) is the potential energy of the particle. 
The function s—>p, (t=1,2,3) represents the 2,-component of the 
momentum of the particle. In the general case, if f is a function on M x R* 
which describes an observable, then f(s) gives the value of that observable 
when the system is in the state s. 

This formulation of the basic ideas relating to the mechanics of a 
classical system can be generalized significantly (Mackey [1], Sternberg 
[1]). Briefly, this generalization consists in replacing the assumption that 
M is an open subset of R” by the more general one that M is an abstract 
C® manifold of dimension n. The set of all possible configurations of the 
system is now M, and for any x € M, the momenta of the system at this 
configuration are the elements of the vector space M,*, which is the dual 
of the tangent vector space M, of M at x. The phase space of the system 
is then the set of all possible pairs (x,p), where x ¢ M and pe M,*. This 
set, say S, comes equipped with a natural differentiable structure under 
which it is a C® manifold of dimension 2n, the so-called cotangent bundle 
of M. The manifold S admits further a canonical 2-form which is every- 
where nonsingular and this gives rise to a natural isomorphism J of the 
module of all C® vector fields on S onto the module of all 1-forms (both 
being considered as modules over the ring of OC” functions on 8). The 
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dynamical development of the system is then specified by a C” function 
H on S, the Hamiltonian of the system. If t — s(t) is a curve representing 
a possible evolution of the system, then we have the differential equations: 
ds(t) 
(5) = 
Here ds(t)/dt is the tangent vector to S at the point s(t) along the curve 
t — s(t) and J~*(dH) is the vector field on S corresponding to the 1-form 
dH; the right side of the equation (5) being the value of this vector field 
at the point s(t) of S. In the special case when M is an open set in R* and 
%1,%,+-+,%, are the global affine coordinates on M, S is canonically 
identified with M x R* and, under this identification, J goes over into the 
map which transforms the vector field 


[J~*(dH)](s(¢)). 


2 A,(2/éx,)+ > B,(8/2p,) 
=] f=1 


into the 1-form 
—> B,da,t+ > A,dp,. 
1=1 t=1 


The equation (5) then goes over to (1) (cf. Chevalley [1], Helgason [1] for 
a discussion of the general theory of differentiable manifolds). 

In this general setup, the dynamical development of the system is given 
by the integral curves of the vector field J~+(dH). It is necessary to 
assume that the integral curves are defined for all values of the time 
parameter ¢. One can then use the standard theory of vector fields to 
deduce the existence of a diffeomorphism D(t) of S for each t such that 
the correspondence ¢—> D(t) satisfies the conditions (3), and the map 
t,s > D(t)s of Rk! xS into S is C®. If the system is at the state s at time 
tp, then its state at time +f, is D(t)s. The physical observables of the 
system are then represented by real valued functions on S. A special class 
of Hamiltonian functions, analogous to (4), may be defined in this general 
framework. Let 2 > <.,.>, be a C® Riemannian metric on M, ¢., .>, 
being a positive definite inner product on M,xM,. For each xe M, we 
then have a natural isomorphism p—> p* of M,* onto M, such that 
p(u)=<u,p*», for all pe M,* and for all we M,,. The analogue of (4) is 
then the Hamiltonian H given by 


where V is a C® function on M. The function x, p > <p*,p*>, then 
represents the kinetic energy of the system in question. 

It may be pointed out that one can introduce the concept of the 
momenta of the system in this setup. Let 


(7) ye ve 
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be a one-parameter group of symmetries of the configuration space M, 
i.e., y(t > y;) is a one-parameter group of C® diffeomorphisms of M onto 
itself such that the map ft, x > y,(x) of R} x M into M is C®. The infinitesi- 
mal generator of y is a C® vector field, say X,, on M; for any xe M and 
any real valued C® function f defined around 2, 


d 
x fe = {Fser-aan 
t=0 
X, defines, in a natural fashion, a C® function », on S. In fact, if xe M 
and pe M,.*, 
(2p) = p(X,(z)) 


(here X,(x) denotes the tangent vector to M at x which is the value of 
X, at x). The observable corresponding to the function pu, is called the 
momentum of the system corresponding to the one-parameter group of 
symmetries y. If M=R", if 2,,---, x, are the global affine coordinates on 
M, and if 

ve(L1, us Ln) = %,—1y,-°°, Ly — tn, 


then the observable corresponding to p,e is called the component of the 
linear momentum along (c,,--++, C,). In the same case, if 


yi7(a, aus Xp) = (41, m3 Yn) 
where 


Yr a vy % + 9; 
y, = «,cost+z,sint, y, = —2z,sint+z, cost, 


then the observable corresponding to y,'.s is called the angular momentum 
with respect to a rotation in the 1-7 plane. A straightforward calculation 
shows that in the case when M = R", S= R" x R", and 2, +++, Xq, Py °**) Dn 
are global coordinates on S ((21,---, Xp, P1,°++, Pn) depicts >?_, p,(dz;),), 


H,c(X, Dp) = CP, +-*> +C,D,; 
and 


By4(x,p) = 2, p;— 2; Pj. 


Suppose now that M isa general C® manifold and S its cotangent bundle. 
If f and g are two C® functions on S, then we can form J~1(df), which is a 
C® vector field on S, and apply it to g to get another C® function on S, 
denoted by [f,g]: 


(8) [fg] = (J-*(df))9. 
[fg] is called the Poisson Bracket of f with g. If we use local coordinates 
%,,+++, 2, on M and the induced coordinates x,,---+,%,,1,°-+, Pp, on S 


(so that (2,,---,2,,P1,°-*; Pa) represents >, p,(dx,)), then J goes over 
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into the map which (locally) sends >, A,(0/éx,)+ >, B,(2/@p,)_ into 
—2; B, dx,+ >; A; dp,, and [f,g] becomes 


(9) al = > (+ 9 of 2), 


The map f, g — [f,g] is bilinear, skew symmetric, and satisfies the identity 


as is easily verified from (9). If X is any C® vector field on M and px is 
the C° function on S defined by 

Px(2,p) = p(X(z)), 
then one can verify, using (9), that 


Max+oy = Ox tbpy (a, 6 constants), 


Krx,y) = [ex.My], 


where [X,Y] is the Lie bracket of the vector fields X and Y. If f is any 
C*” function on WM and f° is the lifted function on JS, i.e., 


f°(«,p) = f(z), 


then we may use (9) once again to check that 
[ux.f°] = (Xf)? 


for any C® vector field X on M. 

In many problems, there is a Lie group G which acts on M and provides 
the natural symmetries of the problem. For g€ G we write x > g-ax for 
the symmetry associated with g and assume that g,7—>g-x is C® from 
Gx M into M. In such problems, one restricts oneself to the momenta 
specified by the one-parameter groups of M. If g is the Lie algebra of G 
(cf. Chevalley [1]) and if we associate for X eg, the vector field on M 
denoted by X also and defined by 


(Xf)(a) = (FflexptX-x)) 
then we obtain the relations 
Mixx = [exHy], 
[uxf°] = (Xf)° 


between the configuration observables f° and the momentum observables 
jx. These relations are usually referred to as commutation rules. 


(10) 


6 GEOMETRY OF QUANTUM THEORY 


2. THE LOGIC OF A CLASSICAL SYSTEM 


We shall now examine the algebraic aspects of a general classical system. 
In view of the discussion carried out just now, it is clear that for any 
classical system G there is associated a space S called the phase space of 
GS. The states of the system are in one-one correspondence with the points 
of S. The notion of a state is so formulated that if one knows the state 
of the system at an instant of time f, and also the dynamical law of 
evolution of the system, then one can determine the state of the system 
at time t-+t). The observables or physical quantities which are of interest 
to the observer are then represented by real valued functions on S. If f is 
the function corresponding to a particular observable, its value f(s) at the 
point s of S is interpreted as the value of the physical quantity when the 
system is in the state s. If s is the state of the system at time ¢), we can 
write D(t)s for the state of the system at time t +t). We thus have a trans- 
formation D(t) of S into itself. For each ¢, D(t) is invertible and maps S 
onto itself. The correspondence t—> D(t) satisfies the equations (3). 
t > D(t) is then a one-parameter group of transformations of S. It is called 
the dynamical group of the system ©. 

These concepts make sense in every classical system. In the case of any 
such system the most general statement which can be made about it is 
one which asserts that the value of a certain observable lies in a real 
number set #. If the observable is represented by the function f on S, 
then such a statement is equivalent to the statement that the state of the 
system lies in the set f~'(#) of the space S. In other words, the physically 
meaningful statements that can be made about the system are in corre- 
spondence with certain subsets of S. The inclusion relations for subsets 
naturally correspond to implications of statements. In mathematical 
terms, this means that at the background of the classical system there is a 
Boolean algebra of subsets of the space S, the elements of which represent 
the statements about the physical system. It is natural to call this Boolean 
algebra the logic of the system. 

Suppose now that © is a system which does not follow the laws of 
classical mechanics. Then one cannot associate with it a phase space in 
general. It is nevertheless meaningful to consider the totality of experi- 
mentally verifiable statements which may be made about the system. 
This collection, which may be called the logic of S, comes equipped with 
the relations of implication and negation which convert it into a com- 
plemented partially ordered set. For a classical system this partially 
ordered set is a Boolean algebra. Clearly, it is possible to conceive of 
mechanical systems whose logics are not Boolean algebras. We take the 
point of view that quantum mechanical systems are those whose logics form 
some sort of projective geometries and which are consequently nondistributive 
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lattices. With such a point of view it is possible to understand the role 
played by simultaneously observable quantities, the uncertainty relations, 
and the complementarity principles. These phenomena, which are so 
peculiar to quantum systems, will then be seen to be consequences of the 
nondistributive nature of the logic in the background of the system S. 

It might seem a bit surprising that the basic assumption on a quantum 
system is that its logic is not a distributive lattice. It would be natural to 
argue that statements about a physical system should obey the same 
rules as the rules of ordinary set theory. The well known critiques of von 
Neumann and Heisenberg address this question (von Neumann [1], 
Birkhoff-von Neumann [1], Heisenberg [1]). The point is that only 
experimentally verifiable statements are to be regarded as members of the 
logic of the system. Consequently, as it happens in many questions in 
atomic physics, it may be impossible to verify experimentally statements 
which involve the values of two physical quantities of the system—for 
example, measurements of the position and momentum of an electron. 
One can verify statements about one of them but not, in general, those 
which involve both of them. What the basic assumptions imply is that 
the statements regarding position or momentum form two Boolean sub- 
algebras of the logic but that there is in general no Boolean algebra which 
contains both of these Boolean subalgebras. 

Before beginning an analysis of the logic of general quantum mechanical 
systems it would be helpful to recast at least some of the features of the 
formulation given in section 1 in terms of the logic of the classical system. 
In the first place it is natural to strengthen the hypothesis and assume 
that the logic of a given classical system © is a Boolean o-algebra, say L, 
of subsets of S, the phase space of G. Suppose now, that an observable 
associated with the system is represented by the real valued function f on 
S. The statements concerning the observable are then those which assert 
that its value lies in an arbitrary Borel set E of the real line and these are 
represented by the subsets f~1(#) of S. The observable can thus be repre- 
sented, without any loss of physical content, equally by the map 
E + f ~1(E) of the class of Borel subsets of the real line into #. The range 
of this mapping is a sub-o-algebra, say #;. Suppose g is a real valued Borel 
function on the real line. Then, the observable represented by the function 
g of (s > g(f(s))) can also be represented by the map # —> f~*(g~*(E)) 
from which we conclude that £,,; is contained in #,. 

In order to formulate the general features of a classical mechanical 
system in terms of its logic , it is therefore necessary to determine to 
what extent an abstract c-algebra Y can be regarded as a o-algebra of 
subsets of some space S; further to determine the class of mappings from 
the o-algebra of Borel sets of the real line into # which correspond to 
real valued functions on S; and to clarify the concept of functional 
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dependence in this general context. We shall now proceed to a discussion 
of these questions. 


3. BOOLEAN ALGEBRAS 


Let Y be a nonempty set. ¥ is said to be partially ordered if there is a 
relation < between some pairs of elements of ¥ such that (i) a<a for all 
ain &; (ii) a<b and b<a imply a=; (iii) a<b and b<cimplya<c. lf & 
is partially ordered, there is at most one element called the null or zero 
element and denoted by 0, such that 0<a for all a in #. Similarly there 
is at most one element called the unit element and denoted by 1, such that 
a<1 forallain ¥Y. More generally, for any nonempty subset F of # there 
exists at most one element c of ¥ such that (i) a<c for all ae F; (ii) ifd 
is any element of # such that a<d for all ac F, then c<d. We shall 
write \/,<r a for c whenever it exists. If F is a finite set, say F={a,,---,an}, 
it is customary to write \/?_, a; or a, Va,V--+ Va, instead of \/,era. 
In an analogous fashion, for any subset F’ of ¥ there exists at most one 
element c such that (i) c<a for alla e F; (11) ifd is any element of # such 
that d<a for allae F, then d<c; we denote it by A,er @ whenever it 
exists. If F is a finite set, say F ={a,,---,a,}, we often write A\%_, a; or 
a, Aa, +--+ AG, instead of Aer a. The partially ordered set # is called 
a lattice if 


(i) Oand 1 exist in Y and 01, 
(ii) \Y aand A a exist for all finite subsets F of #. 


aeF aeF 


(11) 


Suppose that # is a lattice. Given any element a of Y, an element a’ of 
£ is said to be a complement of a if aAa’=0 and ava’=1. a is then a 
complement of a’. £ is said to be complemented if, given any element, 
there exists at least one complement of it. It is obvious that 0 and 1 have 
the unique complements | and 0, respectively. A lattice Y is said to be 
distributive if for any three elements a, b, c of Y, the identities 


a N{OY c) =a bY an Cc), 
av (bAc)=(a@v 6) A @Vec) 


are satisfied. A complemented distributive lattice is called a Boolean 
algebra. A Boolean o-algebra ¥ is a Boolean algebra in which /\cer @ and 
Vaer @ exist for every countable subset F of #. 

Every element in a Boolean algebra has a unique complement. Suppose 
in fact that Y is a Boolean algebra and that a is an element with two 
complements a, and a,. Then, one has 


@, = 4, A (4 V Gg) = (a; A @) V (a A dg) = a A Gg < Gg; 
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similarly, a,<a,, so that a, =a. The unique complement of a is denoted 
by a’. Using the standard manipulations of set theory it is easy to show 
that (Acer @)’= Vaer@’ and (\/gcer @)'= (Acer ’ for any finite subset F 
of Y. If ¥ is a Boolean o-algebra, then the same identities remain valid 
even when F is countably infinite. If Y is any Boolean algebra and a, b 
are elements in it with a<b, c=a’ Ab is the unique element of Y such that 
aAc=0 and avc=b; ¢ is called the complement of a in b. Since c=b Aa’, 
c<a’ (cf. Birkhoff [1] and Sikorski [1] for the general theory of Boolean 
algebras and o-algebras). 

A homomorphism of a Boolean algebra ¥, into a Boolean algebra , is 
a map h of #, into #, such that (i) h(0)=0, A(1)=1; (ii) h(a’) =h(a)’ for 
alla in &;; (iii) h(a vb) =h(a) V A(b), h(a Ab) =h(a) A h(b) for alla, bin Y,. 
If h is a homomorphism and a<b, then h(a) <h(b). An isomorphism of L, 
onto #, isa homomorphism A of #, onto ¥, such that h(a) =0 if and only 
if a=0; in this case h is also one-one. 

The class of all subsets of any set is a Boolean algebra under set 
inclusion and set complementation. However, obviously this is not the 
most general Boolean algebra since infinite unions and intersections exist 
in it. Suppose now that X is a topological space. The class of subsets of X 
which are both open and closed (open-closed) is obviously a Boolean 
algebra. A well known theorem of Stone [1] asserts that every Boolean 
algebra is isomorphic to one such and that, if we require the topological 
space to be compact Hausdorff as well as totally disconnected, it is 
essentially uniquely determined by the Boolean algebra. We recall that a 
compact space is said to be totally disconnected if every open subset of it 
can be written as a union of open-closed subsets. We shall call a compact 
Hausdorff totally disconnected space a Stone space. 

Let Y be a Boolean algebra. A subset 4 of # is called a dual ideal if 
the following properties are satisfied: 


(i) 0¢4, 
(ii) ifae@ and a<b, then be%, 
(iii) ifa,be #, then aA be. 


M is said to be maximal if it is properly contained in no other dual ideal. 

The naturalness of the notion of maximal dual ideals can be seen in the 
following way. Let X be a Stone space and # = #(X) the Boolean algebra 
of all open-closed subsets of X. Then, for any x € X, the collection 4(z), 


where 
M(x) = {A:AeEL, xe A}, 


is easily seen to be a maximal dual ideal; it is also easy to check that the 
correspondence x -> .@(x) is one-one if we notice that X is Hausdorff. 


The concept of maximal dual ideals is central in the proof of Stone’s 
theorem. 
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Suppose that Y is an arbitrary Boolean algebra. Using Zorn’s lemma 
one can show easily that maximal dual ideals of # exist. Let X = X(%) 
be the set of all maximal dual ideals of Y. For any a ¢ # we define X, by 


Xe ={M: MEX, a€ MH, 


X = @, the null set, and X,=X. We shall say that a subset ACX is 
open if A is the union of sets of the form X,. This definition defines the 
structure of a topology on X called the Stone topology. We now have: 


Theorem 1.1 (Stone [1]). Let Y be a Boolean algebra and let X = X(L) 
be the space of all maximal dual ideals of £. Then, equipped with the Stone 
topology, X becomes a Stone space. The map a > X, is then an isomorphism 
of £ with the Boolean algebra of all open-closed subsets of X. X is determined 
by £, among the class of Stone spaces, up to a homeomorphism. More 
generally, let X and Y be Stone spaces and let #(X) and L(Y) be their 
respective Boolean algebras of open-closed subsets. If u is any isomorphism 
of L(Y) onto Y(X), there exists a homeomorphism h of X onto Y such that 


(12) u(A)=h-(A) (Ae &(Y)); 
moreover, h is uniquely determined by (12). 


This theorem is very well known and we do not give its proof. The 
reader may consult the books of Birkhoff [1], Sikorski [1], and the paper 
of Stone [1] for the proof. 


Corollary 1.2. Let X be a Stone space and let H=L(X) be the Boolean 
algebra of open-closed subsets of X. If t—> D,(—co<t<o) is any one- 
parameter group of automorphisms of &, there exists a unique one-parameter 


group t->h, of homeomorphisms of X onto itself such that for all t and 
Ae Zz, Di(A)\=h, (A). 


Proof. Theorem 1.1 ensures the existence and uniqueness of each h,. If 


t,, t2 are real, then h,, ,,, and h,, oh, induce the same automorphism 
D,, +t of Sa so that hy, +to =h,, ° hy, - 


The theorem of Stone shows that there is essentially no distinction 
between an abstract Boolean algebra and a Boolean algebra of sets. If 
one deals with Boolean o-algebras, the situation becomes somewhat less 
straightforward. We shall now describe the modifications necessary when 
one replaces Boolean algebras by Boolean o-algebras. 

If #, and £, are Boolean o-algebras, and h a map of , into L,, h is 
called a c-homomorphism if (i) h(0)=0, h(1)=1; (1i) h(a’)=h(a)’ for all 
ae £,; and (ili) if F is any subset of Y, which is finite or countably 
infinite, A(\V cer @2)= Vacr (a) and h( Ayer @)= Acer h(a). Suppose #, 
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and #, are two Boolean o-algebras and h a c-homomorphism of #, onto 
£.. The set W={a :a€ L,, h(a) =0} is a subset of Y, with the properties: 
(i)0EV,1¢ SN; (ii) ifa e YW and b<a, thenb € WV; (iii) if F is a countable 
subset of WY, \/acr ae V. N is called the kernel of h. Suppose conversely 
# is a Boolean o-algebra and W a subset of Y with properties (i) to (iii) 
listed above. We shall say that elements a and b of ¥ are equivalent, 
a~b, ifaAb' and b Aa’ are in W. It is easily verified that ~ isan equiv- 
alence relation. Let Y be the set of all equivalence classes, and for any @ 
in #, let @ denote the unique equivalence class containing a. We define 
a<b whenever there are elements a in G, and b in 6 such that a<b. It is 


then easily shown that Y is a Boolean c-algebra whose zero and unit 
elements are, respectively, 0 and 1, and that the map a—>@ is a o- 


homomorphism of # onto # with kernel WY. We write H=L/Y. 


Theorem 1.3 (Loomis [1]). Let & be a Boolean o-algebra. Then there 
exists a set X, a a-algebra S of subsets of X, and a c-homomorphism h of 
SF onto £. 


Proof. Let X be a Stone space such that the lattice Y’ = #(X) of open- 
closed subsets of X is isomorphic to the Boolean algebra Y. Let SF 
denote the smallest c-algebra of subsets of X containing #’. We denote 
by U and ¢ the operations of set union and set intersection for subsets of 
X,and by v and A the lattice-theoretic operations in Y and #’. 


If A,, Ag,--- is any sequence of sets in #’, then \/, 4,=A exists in 
£’ since £’ is isomorphic to # and # is a o-algebra. Since A is the smallest 
element of &’ containing all the A,, it follows that the set A—\), 4, 
cannot contain any element of #' as a subset. The sets in #’ form a 
base for the topology of X and hence we conclude that A —\), A, cannot 
contain any nonnull open set. Since |), A, is open, this shows that 
A—\), A, is a closed nondense set. 

Consider now the class /, of all sets A € Y with the property that for 
some B in #’, (A—B) U (B—A) is of the first category. If B, and B, 
are elements of #’ such that (A—B,) U (B,—A) is of the first category 
({=1, 2), then it will follow that (B,—B,) U (B,—B,) is of the first 
category, which is not possible (by the category theorem of Baire) unless 
B,=B,. Thus, for any A in SY, there exists a unique B=h,(A) in #' 
such that (A—B)U(B-—A) is of the first category. Clearly Y’C S,, 
and for A é #’, h,(A)=A. 

We claim that /, is a o-algebra. Since 


(4—B)U (B—A) = (A'—B’) U (B’-A’) 


(primes denoting complementation in X), we see that for any A in Y,, 
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A’ is in SF, and h,(A’)=h,(A)’. Suppose A,, Ao,--- is amy sequence in 
S;. Write B,=hy(An), A= Un Am B= Vn Ba, Bo= Un Ba. By what we 
said above, B—B, is a closed nondense set. Moreover, as By < B, we have 


(A—B) U (B—A) ¢ {(A— By) U (Bo—A)} U (B— By) 
SU {(A,— B,) U (Br—An)} UV (B— Bo). 


As all members of the right side are of the first category, this proves that 
Ae S, and h,(A)=\/,h,(A,). In a similar fashion we can show that 
(\n An lies in S, and hi((\n An) = An Mi(An)- 

The conclusions of the preceding paragraph show that ,, is a Boolean 
a-algebra < S. Since Y, contains Y’, /,=S. Moreover, we see at the 
same time that h, is a o-homomorphism of Y onto #’. If we writeh=k oh, 
where k is an isomorphism of ¥’ onto #, then h is a c-homomorphism 
of S onto &%. 


Remark. Let S be the o-algebra of Borel sets on the unit interval [0,1], 
MN the class of Borel sets of Lebesgue measure 0, and #= 7/NW. Then & 
is a Boolean o-algebra. We can obviously define Lebesgue measure 4 as a 
countably additive function \ on &; A is strictly positive in the sense that 
for any a40 of Y, X(a) is positive. From this it follows that any family 
of mutually disjoint elements of # is countable. On the other hand, since 
SF is countably generated, so is Y. However, any o-algebra of subsets of 
some space X which is countably generated can be proved to have atoms, 
that is, minimal elements. Since # does not have atoms, FY cannot be 
isomorphic to any o-algebra of sets. 


4. FUNCTIONS 


We now take up the second question raised in section 2, namely, the 
problem of describing the calculus of functions on a set X entirely in 
terms of the Boolean o-algebra of subsets of X with respect to which all 
these functions are measurable. The results are summarized in theorems 
1.4 and 1.6 of this section. 

Let X be any set of points x and ¥ a Boolean o-algebra of subsets of X. 
A function f from X into a complete separable metric space Y is said to be 
SF-measurable if f~1(H) € F for all Borel sets EC Y. If f is S-measurable, 
the mapping H —> f~1(£) is a co-homomorphism of the o-algebra AY) of 
Borel subsets of Y into Y. Suppose now ¥ is an abstract Boolean o- 
algebra. We shall then define a Y-valued observable associated with FY to be 
any o-homomorphism of #(Y) into ¥. If Y= R!', the real line, we call 
these observables real valued and refer to them simply as observables. 
From our definition of c-homomorphisms we see that a map u(E —> u(E)) 
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of B(Y) into # is a Y-valued observable associated with if and only if 
(i) u(o)=0, u(Y)=1; (ii) w( Y—H)=u(E£)’ for all E in AY); (iii) if 
£,, H,--+ is any sequence of Borel sets in Y, u(\J, £,)=\/, u(H#,) and 
U(("\n #,)= An u(E,). 


Theorem 1.4 Let X be a set, S a Boolean o-algebra of subsets of X and 
h a o-homomorphism of S onto a Boolean o-algebra L. Suppose further 
that u(E — u(E)) is any (real valued) observable associuted with £. Then 
there exists an S-measurable real valued function f defined on X such that 


(13) u(Z) = h(f-*(B)) 


for all Borel sets E< R’. f ts essentially unique in the sense that if g is any 
S-measurable real valued function defined on X such that u(#)=h(g-+(E)) 
for all Borel sets ECR’, the set {xn : xe X, f(x) Ag(x)} belongs to the kernel 
of h. 


Proof. We begin with a simple observation. Suppose A and B are two 
subsets of X in Y such that ACB, and c any element of ¥ such that 
h(A)<c<h(B). Then we can select a set C in Y such that ACCC B and 
h(C) =c. In fact, since h maps ¥ onto Y, there exists C, in Y such that 
h(C,)=c. If we define C=(C, O B) U A, then ACCCB while 


h(C) = (A(C,) A h(B)) v h(A) = (c Ab) Va=e. 


We now come to the proof of theorem 1.4. Let 7,, 72,--- be any distinct 
enumeration of the rational numbers in #! and let D; be the interval 
{t:te Ri, t<r}. Evidently, u(D,)<u(D,;) whenever 7;<7,;. We shall now 
construct sets A,, Ag,--- in “ such that (a) h(A,)=u(D,) for all i=1, 2, 3, 

++; (b) A,;S A, whenever 7,<7;. Let A, be any set in # such that 
h(A,)=u(D,). Suppose A,, Az, A3,:--, A, in Y have been constructed 
such that (i) h(A,)=u(D,) for i=1, 2,---, ; (ii) A; SA, whenever 7,<7,, 
1 <i, j<n. We shall construct A,,, as follows. Let (2, 12,---,%,) be the 
permutation of (1, 2,---,n) such that r,,<7,,<---<7,. Then, there 
exists a unique k such that 7,<7,41<%,,, (we define 7,,=—oo and 
r;,,, = +0), and by the observation made in the preceding paragraph, 
we can select A,,, in S such that A, A,,,9A;,,, (we define A,,= 2, 
A,,,,=X). The collection {A,, Ae,--+, An4:} then has the same pro- 
perties relative to 11,72,:--,7n+1 a8 {A;,--:,A,} had relative to 
11, 1,)°°*,7,- It thus follows by induction that there exists a sequence 
A,, Ag::: of sets in Y with the properties (a) and (b). As 


H(i) = mt) = H(\.D) = 0 


we may, by replacing A, by A,—(),A, if necessary, assume that 
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(); 4;=@. Further h(U, 4;)= VV; u(D,;)=u(V; D;)=1 so that h(V)=0, 
where N = X —\), A;. We now define a function f as follows: 


0 if weN, 
(me) f(") = intr, :ee A} if we U4, 
Clearly, f is finite everywhere. Moreover, for any k, 


FUDD) O(X-N)= LU Ay 


779 <Tk 
so that f is “-measurable. Further, 
h(f~*(Dy)) = | ao) 
Fig <Tk 


| 
e > 
S 
oe 


so that A(f~+(#))=u(E£) whenever E = D, for some k. Since the class of 
all # for which this equation is valid is a Boolean o-algebra, we conclude 
that h(f~+(#))=u(£) for all Borel sets Z. 

It remains to examine the uniqueness. Let g be any real valued /- 
measurable function on X such that h(g~1(#))=u(£) for all Borel sets £. 
Then, if we write D,,’ for R!— D,, 


M = {e:2eX, f(x) # g(a)} 
= U{(f- (Dy) Og NDe)) Uf MDe) 0. 9 (Did) 


so that 
h(M) = V uD) A u(D,,’)} 


= Q. 


This shows that M belongs to the kernel of h. This completes the proof 
of the theorem. 


Lemma 1.5. Let X be a set, S a o-algebra of subsets of X and f an F- 
measurable mapping of X into Rk". Suppose S~ ={f-1(F): Fe B(R)}. 
Then to any S~-measurable real function c on X there corresponds a real 
valued Borel function c~ on R” such that c(x)=c~(f(x)) for all xe X. 


Proof. Since c is /~ -measurable, there exists a sequence c, (n=1, 2, - - -) 
of #~-measurable functions such that (i) each c, takes only finitely many 
values; (ii) c,(z) —> c(x) for all x e X. For any n, let A,,, Ang,---, Ax, be 
disjoint subsets of X whose union is X such that c, is a constant, say a,,, 
on A,,, the a,, being distinct fori=1, 2,---, k,. Since c, is Y~-measurable, 
A,,€ /~; so there exists a Borel set B,, of R® such that A,,=f~-1(B,,) 
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(t=1,2,---,k,). Replacing B,, by By, —\J,<; By, if necessary, we may 
assume that the B,, are disjoint. Let us define the function c,~ on R” as 


follows: 
dm if te Bu, 
OY = 19 if t¢U By 
1 


Clearly c,~ is Borel and c,(x)=c,~(f(x)) for all x in X. Let us define c~ 
on R” as follows: 
lim c,,~(é) if the limit exists, 
e~(t) = <"-” 


0 otherwise. 


Clearly c~ is Borel. Since c,(x)=c,,~(f(x)) and lim c,(x) exists and is equal 
to c(x) for all 2 in X, c~(f(x))=c(x) for all x in X. 

Let & be a Boolean o-algebra. #,<¢ # is said to be a sub-o-algebra if 
(i) 0, le #,; (ii) ifae #,, then a’ € F,; (iii) if a,, a,,--- are in #,, then 
Vind, and /\,, a, are in Y,. Asub-c-algebra Y, is said to be separable if 
there exists a countable subset D of & such that Y, is the smallest sub-c- 
algebra of £ containing D. 


Theorem 1.6. (i) Let & be a Boolean o-algebra and u(E > u(E)) an 
observable associated with £&. Then the range f,={u(E): Ee B(R*)} of u 
ws a separable Boolean sub-o-algebra of £. Conversely, if £, 1s a separable 
Boolean sub-c-algebra of £, there exists an observable u associated with 
such that L, ts the range of u. : 

(ii) Let wu, (t=1,2,---,) be observables associated with £, and FL, 
(t=1, 2,---,n) their respective ranges. Suppose #, is the smallest sub-o- 
algebra of £ containing all the f,. Then there exists a unique o-homomorphism 
u of BR") (the a-algebra of Borel subsets of the n-dimensional space R") 
onto £, such that for any Borel set E of R', u(#)=u(p,-*(E£)), where p, is 
the projection (t,, to,-+-,t,) >t, of R" onto R’. If p 1s any real valued Borel 
function on R", the map E—>u(p (£))\(HEeE A(R')) ws an observable 
associated with F whose range is contained in Ly. Conversely, if v(E — v(E)) 
is any observable associated with L such that the range of v is contained in 
Lo, there exists a real valued Borel function y on R" such that v(£) =u(p~ 1(£)) 
for all E. 


Proof. If u is an observable with range #,,, Y,, is obviously the smallest 
sub-o-algebra of # containing all the u(#), where # is any open interval 
of R1 with rational end points. This shows that #, is separable. 

Suppose conversely that #,¢¥Y is a separable sub-o-algebra of &. 
By theorem 1.3 there exists a set X, a c-algebra Y of subsets of X, and a 
o-homomorphism h of onto #. Let {A, : n=1, 2,---} be a countable 
family of sets of Y such that Y, is the smallest sub o-algebra of & 
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containing all the h(A,). We denote by YY, the smallest c-algebra of subsets 
of X containing all the A,. The function 


Clu (xa, (2); XAq(%)s Ss XA, (2), a) 


(where y, denotes the function which is 1 on A, and 0 on X—A) is Yo- 
measurable from X into the compact metric space Y which is the product 
of countably many copies of the 2-point space consisting of 0 and 1. 
Moreover, it is obvious that each A, is of the form c~1(#) for some Borel 
set F<Y, and hence Y,={c-1(F) : F Borel in Y}. Now, by a classical 
theorem (Kuratowski [1]), there exists a Borel isomorphism d of Y onto 
R', so that the function c, : x > d(c(x)) is an  -measurable real valued 
function and 4,={c,~1(#): E Borel in R*}. If we now define, for any 
Borel set H of R1, u(H#) by the equation 
u(E#) = h(c,~*(E)), 

then u is an observable associated with # whose range is #,. This proves (1). 

We now come to the proof of (ii). Suppose w,, U2, -- +, U, are observables 
associated with #, having ranges Y,,---, #,, respectively. Each 2, is 
separable and hence #5, the smallest sub-o-algebra of Y containing all 
the Y,, is also separable. Let X, Y, and h have the same significance 
as in the proof of (i). By theorem 1.4, there exists a real valued - 
measurable function f; on X such that u,(H#)=h(f,~1(#)) for all Borel 
subsets E of R}. Let f be the map x-—> (f,(x),---,f,(x)) of X into R*. 
Then f is S-measurable. The map u: F->h(f-(F)) is then a o- 
homomorphism of A(R") into ¥ such that u(£)=u(p,-1(#)) for all 
Ee &k'). Since &(R") is the smallest o-algebra of subsets of R” con- 
taining all the sets p,~1(£), it is clear that the range of wu is Zo. The 
uniqueness of uw is obvious. 

For any real Borel function y on R”, E > u(y 3(F)) is an observable 
associated with Y whose range is obviously contained in #,. Suppose 
now that v is an observable associated with Y whose range #,c Lp. 
If we use the notations of the previous paragraph, and define Y~ by 

S~ ={f- UF): Fe AR}, 
then h maps /~ onto fy. Applying theorem 1.4 to S~ and v, we infer 
the existence of a real valued S~-measurable Borel function c on X 
such that h(c~1(£))=v(£) for all Borel sets H of R1. By lemma 1.5, since 
c is #~-measurable, there exists a real valued Borel function g on R* 


such that c(x)=@(f(z)) for all z e X. If now E is any Borel set on the line, 
we have: 


= v(£). 
This proves (ii) and completes the proof of the theorem. 
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Remark. The uniqueness of u, guaranteed by (ii) of theorem 1.6 shows 
that uw is independent of the constructs X, Y, and h, used in its construc- 
tion. Consequently, for any real Borel function g on R*, the map 
E—-u(p-i(£)) is uniquely determined by w,, wa,+++,u, and o. It is 
natural to denote this observable associated with FY by (uj, ug, ---, Un). 


NOTES ON CHAPTER I 


1. For a beautiful modern introduction to classical mechanics, see the 
book of V.J. Arnold, Mathematical Methods of Classical Mechanics, 
Springer-Verlag, New York, 1978. 


CHAPTER II 
PROJECTIVE GEOMETRIES 


1. COMPLEMENTED MODULAR LATTICES 


The point of departure of our discussion of quantum phenomenology is the 
observation that the partially ordered set of experimentally verifiable state- 
ments associated with an atomic system cannot be expected to possess the 
distributivity properties characteristic of the Boolean algebras associated 
with classical systems. The simplest and most interesting of the mathe- 
matical structures that model such systems are the projective geometries, 
namely, the lattices of subspaces of vector spaces. More precisely, let D be 
a division ring, and let V be a vector space of finite dimension n > 2 over D; 
we shall always suppose our vector spaces to be left vector spaces (cf. 
Jacobson [1]). Then #=LH(V,D), the lattice of linear subspaces of V 
partially ordered by inclusion, is called the projective geometry of V. This 
che pter will begin with a brief review of the basic properties of projective 
geometries. Although these are too simple to serve as models for realistic 
quantum systems, they already possess many of the fundamental] features 
of the more complex systems. 

The first example of an abstract projective geometry that anyone comes 
across is the projective plane, described axiomatically in terms of its points, 
lines, and their incidence properties. To define higher dimensional pro- 
jective spaces one replaces incidence by partial order and uses a dimension 
function to characterize the hierarchies of points, lines, planes, and so on; 
the properties of incidence that are characteristic of a projective geometry 
are then summarized by certain natural properties of the dimension 
function. 

We recall that a lattice Y is complemented if for any ae # there is a 
beL such that aAb=0 and avb=1. A complemented lattice FY is modular if 


(1) ha OnGe e<a>aA(bvc)=(anb)ve. 


Boolean algebras are modular; for any division ring D and any finite 

dimensional vector space V over D, #(V,D) is a modular lattice which is 

not a Boolean algebra if dim(V) > 2. We next introduce the notion of a 

lattice of finite rank. A chain in a lattice is a sequence (a,),<;<, of elements a, 

of the lattice such that a, <a,<...<a@,, with a, 40 and a,4a, fori <j; nis 

called the length of the chain, and the rank of the lattice is the supremum of 
18 
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the lengths of all possible chains. An element of a lattice is called a point if 
it is nonzero and minimal. If z,,%,...,2, are points, they are called inde- 
pendent if x,¢\V;4;,x,;fori=1,2,...,n. The lattice Y(V,D) has rank dim(V), 
its points are the one-dimensional subspaces, and independence is just the 
usual linear independence. For any lattice Y and any a40 in YZ, let us 
write £[0,a} for the set of all elements 6 of Y with 0<b<a; under the 
partial ordering inherited from #, ¥[0,a] is also a lattice. If F is of finite 
rank, so is #{0,a]; and we refer to its rank as the dimension, dim(a), of a. 
We use the convention that dim(0)=0. 

If # is a complemented modular lattice of finite rank n, it is not difficult 
to show that the function a->dim(a) has the following properties: 


(i) dim(0)=0, dim(qa) is an integer >0 for alla; 
(ii) ifa<b, dim(a) <dim(d), with equality only for a=b; 
(2) (iii) dim(avb)+dim(a@Ab) = dim(a) +dim(d) for all a, b; 
(iv) if s=dim(a)>0, then s is the maximum number of independent 
points contained in a; and a family of independent points 
contained in a has sum equal to a if and only if it has s elements. 


In particular dim(1) = and dim(x) = 1 for any point x. The converse is also 
true; if # is a complemented lattice of finite rank admitting a function 
d:£—>R satisfying (i)-(iii1) of (2) and such that d(x) =1 for all points z, 
then # is modular and d(a)=dim(a) for all a. 

The lattice #(V,D) is modular, dim being the usual linear space 
dimension. At the other extreme is the Boolean algebra of all subsets of a 
finite set, dim being the cardinality. To single out the geometries we need 
the notion of irreducibility. An element of a complemented modular lattice 
F is called central if it has a unique complement in Y, which is written asa’; 
the reason for this terminology is the easily proved fact that ae Y is central 
if and only if for alzeL 


(3) Het CATA INL CPI 


The set of all central elements is called the center of ; it isa Boolean algebra, 
which coincides with ¥ only when # itself is a Boolean algebra. # is called 
irreducible if 0 and 1 are its only central elements. A geometry is an irreducible 
complemented modular lattice of finite rank. The lattices 


L(VD) (dim(V) 2 2) 
are geometries. 

Every complemented modular lattice of finite rank may be viewed in a 
canonical manner as a direct sum of geometries over its centre. More 
precisely, let Y be a complemented modular lattice of finite rank and let 
Cy, +-+) Cz be the minimal (nonzero) elements of the center of #. Let 


L,=Li0e) andlet LP=L,x...x Lf, 
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where the partial order in F is defined by saying that 


Ginstn5 Bel te ae) 


if and only if x,<y; for 1<i<k. Then each Y; is a geometry, and the map 
that takes re LY to _ 
(ZAC @NCg, --, Bee 


is an isomorphism of # with Y, the inverse map taking (2,,...,2,) to 
z,V...Vat,. For arbitrary geometries %,, £ defined as above is a comple- 
mented modular lattice whose center has (0,...0,1,0,...,0) (1 in the jth 
place) as its minimal elements (1 <j <k). 

The usual geometrical terminology with which we are familiar may be 
introduced as follows. Let Y be a complemented modular lattice of finite 
rank. If ae¥Y and dim(a)=1, a is a point; if dim(a)=2, a is a line; if 
dim(a) =3, a isa plane. Ifa=bve where b and care distinct points, a is called 
the line joining these points, and b, c are said to be on a; if d is a point <a, 
b, c, d are said to be collinear. It can be proved that ¥ is a geometry if and 
only if every line has at least three points on it. 

The fundamental theorem of classical geometry is that every geometry of 
rank >4 is isomorphic to some #(V,D) wher the division ring D is deter- 
mined uniquely up to isomorphism; and that if the rank is 3, this is true if 
(and only if) the plane in question is Desarguesian. We shall discuss this 
question a little later. At this time we shall take a closer look at the 
geometries #(V,D). 


2. ISOMORPHISMS OF PROJECTIVE GEOMETRIES. 
SEMILINEAR TRANSFORMATIONS. 


The first problem that arises naturally is to obtain a description of all 
possible isomorphisms between #(V,D) and #(V',D’). We suppose the 
vector spaces to be always finite dimensional and that the scalars act from 
the left. To formulate the answer we need the concept of semilinear trans- 
formations. Let D, D’ be two division rings which are isomorphic and let 


(4) oa: cc? (ceD) 


be an isomorphism of D onto D’. Let V (resp. V’) be a vector space over D 
(resp. D’). A map L (vv) of V into V’ is said to be semilinear relative to 


o or o-linear if 
(5) L(v, +02) = In, + Ln, (v1, V2€V), 
Lev) = ct Lv (ceD, veV). 


If L is in addition a bijection of V onto V’, we say that L is a o-linear 
isomorphism. 
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If Lis a o-linear isomorphism of V with V’, then for any linear subspace 
M c J, its image L[M] under JL is a linear subspace of V’, and M-> L[M] 
is an isomorphism of #(V,D) with #(V',D’), denoted by é,. We can now 
formulate the main result. 


Theorem 2.1. There exists an isomorphism between £(V,D) and £(V',D’) 
of and only if D and D’ are isomorphic and dim(V)=dim(V’). If € is an iso- 
morphism of £(V ,D) with £(V’,D’), there is an isomorphism o(D > D’) and 
a o-linear isomorphism (V3 V') such that €=€7. If 7(D + D’) is another 
isomorphism and L'(V > V') az-linear isomorphism, then n= & 1 if and only 
if for some de D, d 4 0, we have 


(6) ct =de7d-! (ceD), Liv=dlw (ved). 


For the proof we refer to Baer [1]. If D=D’ it makes sense to call an 
isomorphism é(4(V,D) > #(V,D’)) linear if there is a linear isomorphism 
L(V > V’) such that €=£&,. Theorem 2.1 leads to 


Theorem 2.2. In order that every isomorphism of £(V,D) with (V’,D) be 
linear it is necessary and sufficient that every automorphism of D be inner. 


The division rings of greatest importance in physics are R, the field of real 
numbers, C, the field of complex numbers, and H, the division ring of 
*‘Hamiltonian”’ quaternions. 


(a) R.The identity map of R is its only automorphism, i.e., R is rigid. So 
every isomorphism between real projective geometries is linear and the linear 
map is determined up to a multiplicative constant. 

(b) C. One knows from the theory of algebraic fields that there are 
infinitely many automorphisms (cf. Bourbaki [1], pp. 114-115). However, 
the identity and complex conjugation (c-> c*) are the only analytically well- 
behaved ones (e.g., measurable, bounded, etc.). Since Cis commutative, any 
isomorphism between two complex geometries determines uniquely the 
automorphism of € associated with it. 

(c) H, the quaternions. Let 


_ Feo ._ (i 0 7 4) n=(? ‘ 
=() A in= (6 ma)? USN Ge oe 


where 7 is the usual square root of —1 in the complex number field. We 
define H to be the R-linear span of 1 and j, (1<a<3); since j,? = —1 
(1 <a <8) and jajo= —joja=j, whenever (abc) is an even permutation of 
(123), H is an (associative) algebra. It is easy to verify that it is the algebra 
generated by j, with the above relations. Let 


Iq| = +det(q)? = + (Go? +947 + 90? +93")? 


where q = qo +4151 + Ge}n + Ia)s (Goo Ya € R). Then | -| is a norm on H which is 
multiplicative, i-e., |qq’|=|q||q’'|, and q is invertible in H if and only if 
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q # 0. Thus H is a division ring. For qeH, say q=qol + Dpeceadala, te 
conjugate q* is the quaternion ggl—Di<a<g Qaja; the map q> q* is an 
involutive anti-automorphism of H. A quaternion of norm 1 is called a unit 
quaternion. A quaternion is a unit quaternion if and only if its matrix is 


Ge —J2— 145 
qa— "Gs qo—*% 
so that the unit quaternions constitute the group SU(2,€) of 2 x 2 unitary 
matrices of determinant 1. Two quaternions are said to be in the same class 
if they can be transformed into each other by an inner automorphism; for 
q, q’ to be in the same class it is necessary and sufficient that 


Ik Go? +H7 +927 +93" = 1, 


tr(q) = tr(q’) (tr=trace) and |q| =|q’'. 


All the automorphisms of H are inner so that isomorphisms of quaternionic 
projective geometries are linear. The map x>2l (xeR) imbeds R as the 
center of H. 

H may be viewed as a vector space over C, although in a noncanonical 
manner. We identify C as a subfield of H by the correspondence 


Ay +104 Ay +0), ; 
H is then a vector space over C, scalar multiplication being from the left. 
Then dimc(H)=2, and {1,j,} may be taken as a basis. For any qeH, 
R,:q' > q‘q* is then an endomorphism of H over C, q>R, is a faithful 


representation, and the matrix of j, (1 <a <3) is e,j,, where «,= —1 for 
a=1,3 and +i fora=2. 


3. DUALITIES AND POLARITIES 


We shall now examine the anti-automorphisms and orthocomple- 
mentations of the projective geometries “(V,D). It will turn out that 
orthocomplementations essentially arise only from Hilbert space structures, 
at least when D is one of R, C, and H. 

We begin with the concept of the dual of a division ring. Let D be a 
division ring. We define D° to be the ring with the same elements as D, with 
the same rule for addition, but reversing the order of multiplication. D® is a 
division ring, said to be dual to D. Isomorphisms of D, with D,° may be 
viewed as anti-isomorphisms of D, with D,. If V is a vector space over D, 
its dual, defined as the space of D-linear maps of V into D, becomes a vector 
space over D° if we define scalar multiplication by writing 


(a-f)(v) =f(v)a (aeD®, veV, fe V*); 


addition in V* is defined in the usual way. V* is then a (left) vector space 
over D® and has the same dimension as V. Clearly (D°)®=D and so V can 
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be canonically identified with V**. If (v,,...,v,) is a basis of V, the corre- 
sponding dual basis (v,*, ...,v,,*) of V* is defined by v,;*(v,) =8,,. If M < V 
is a linear subspace, its annihilator is the linear subspace of V* defined by 


(7) M® = {f:feV*, fv) =0 forall ve M}. 
It is clear that 
(8) dim(M) +dim(M°) = dim(V) 


and so M=M®. The map M > M° is obviously an inclusion-reversing bi- 
jection of (V,D) with #(V*,D°). We call it a duality, and use the same term 
to refer to any inclusion-reversing bijection of one geometry onto another. 

To determine the most general duality we need the concept of a non- 
singular semibilinear form. Let 6 be an anti-automorphism of D, V a vector 
space over D. A @-bilinear form isa map ¢.,.):2,y >a, y) of V x V into D 
with the following properties: 


(9) (i) (ay +22, 9) = (ty) + (%,y) 


{®Y1 + Yo) = (8,41) +(2,Y2) 
(ii) <cx,dy) = c(x,y) do (c,deD, z,yeV). 


(2, Y, 1, Y1,%, Yn EV); 


We call ¢.,.) nonsingular if 


(10r) iy) =O Week — 0 
and 
(101) zy) 0 VyeV>xu=0. 


For any anti-automorphism @ of D, the map 
(24, 02-5 n)> (Yqy 00s Yn) > ye +. + Ban? 
is a nonsingular @-bilinear form on D” x D*. 


Theorem 2.3. Let V be a vector space of dimension n over D; 8, an anti- 
automorphism of D; and ¢.,.), a 0-bilinear form on Vx V. Then <.,.) 18 
nonsingular if and only if it satisfies either of (101) or (10r). For any linear 
subspace M of V let 
(11) M' = {u:ue V, (x, u) = 0 for all xe MY}. 


Then, if (.,.) is nonsingular, M -> M’ is a duality of £(V,D). Ifn>3, every 
duality of £(V,D) arises in this manner, for suitable 6 and {.,.). The pair 
8’, <.,.)’ induces the same duality as 6, {., .) if and only if there is a nonzero 
deD such that for all x, ye V,ceD, 


(12) (x,y) = (a,yyd, — % = d-1c9d. 
In particular, if D is commutative, 6’ = 6. 


Proof. For ye V let t,E V* be defined by ¢,(u)=(u,y) (we V). Then 
t (y—>t,) isa 6-linear map of V into V*. Clearly (10r) is equivalent to the 
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statement that ¢ is injective while (101) is equivalent to the statement that 
(0) is the annihilator in V of the range of ¢; i.e., that t is surjective. The first 
statement is now clear. Suppose now that ¢.,.) is nonsingular. Then ¢ is 
a 6-linear isomorphism and so, as M’=t-1(M°) we see that M+ M’ is a 
duality of (VD). Conversely, if é is a duality of #(V,D), 4: M— (é-"(M))° 
is an isomorphism of #(V,D) onto #(V*,D°). This shows already that 


(13) dim(M) +dim(é(M)) = n. 


Moreover, theorem 2.1 gives the existence of an anti-automorphism @ of D 
and a @-linear isomorphism ¢ of V with V* such that M°=#[é(M)] for all 
in (VD). If we set (x,y) = (ty)(x) (x,y eV), it is immediate that (.,.) isa 
nonsingular @-bilinear form and é(/)=M’' for all M. If 6’ and ¢.,.)’ is 
another pair and ¢,'(z)=<x,y)' (x,yeV), 8, ¢.,.)’ also give rise to € if and 
only if t and t’ induce the same isomorphism of “(V,D) with 2(V*,D°). 
Theorem 2.1 now leads to the required result. This completes the proof of 
theorem 2.3. 

A duality € of £(V,D) which is involutive is known as a polarity; this 
means M =€(&(M)) for all M. A polarity is called zsotropic if MS é(M) for 
all one-dimensional M. 


Theorem 2.4. Let V be a vector space of dimension n>3 over D. Then 
L(V ,D) admits an isotropic polarity if and only if D is commutative and 
dim(V) 2s even. In this case, uf € is an isotropic polarity and 2N =dim(V), we 
can find a nonsingular skew-symmetric bilinear form «. , .) such that £(M) = M' 
for all M. Moreover, we can find a basis {x,,y,,...,2y, yn} for V such that 
(25,25) =(Yys) =9, (Lyi) = — Ys ti) = 84; (1 <t,7<N). In particular, if € 
and &' are two isotropic polarities of L(V ,D), there is a linear automorphism a 
of £(V,D) such that &’ =aéa. 


Proof. Let € be an isotropic polarity of #(V,D). By theorem 2.3 there 
exists an anti-automorphism @ of D and a nonsingular @-bilinear form 
{.,+) giving rise to €. Since ¢ is isotropic (x,7) =0 for all xe V. Replacing 
x by x+y we see that (.,.) is skew symmetric. If now ceD, 


{z,y)c9 = —cly,%) = C{x,Y); 


choosing x, y such that (x,y)=1 we see that @ is the identity. This means 
that D is commutative and (., .) is bilinear. The remaining statements are 
standard. Theorem 2.4 is proved. 

We now consider nonisotropic polarities. A 6-bilinear form ¢. , .) is called 
symmetric if (x,y)? =<y,x) for all z,yeV. Notice that this property is 
relative to 6. We observe that if. , .) is not identically zero, 0 is necessarily 
involutive; then the set of values of ¢. ,.) is all of D, and 


(uy) = (y,2)? = Cay). 
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Lemma 2.5. Let dim(V) >2, ¢.,.) a nonsingular 6-bilinear form such that 
(x,x)=(x,x)9 £0 for some ce V. Suppose <.,.) induces a polarity. Then 
this polarity 1s nonisotropic, 0 is involutive, and {.,.) is symmetric. 


Proof. If u,veV, (u,v) =0+D-v € (D-u)' =(D-u) S (D-v)' + (v,u) =0. 
Let c=(x,x). Then x ¢(D-)’ and dim((D-x)’)=n—1, so that 


V = (D-2) @ (D-2)’. 


If u,ve(D-2)’, ((uv)x—u,x+cev)=0, so that (x+cv,(u,v)x—u)=0, 
proving that (w,v)9=v,u). Now ¢.,.) is not identically zero on 


(Dea) (D2), 


and so this already proves that 8 is involutive. The symmetry of ¢.,.) on 
V x V now follows from direct computation. Lemma 2.5 is proved. 


Theorem 2.6. Let 6 be an involutive anti-automorphism of D, V a vector 
space of dimension n over D, and (.,.) a nonsingular symmetric 6-bilinear 
form on Vx V. Then the duality corresponding to {.,.) 1s a nonisotropic 
polarity unless D is commutative and of characteristic 2. Conversely, let n>3 
and let € be a nonisotropic polarity of £(V,D). Then there exists an involutive 
anti-automorphism 6 of D and a nonsingular symmetric 0-bilinear form 
«.,.)on V x V such that € is induced by ¢.,.). If 8’ and ¢. , .)’ 1s another pair, 
€ is also induced by them wf and only if there 1s ad 40 in D such that for all 
x,yeV,ceD 

Gyy = (ay) d, CF =a ord: 
In this case d? = d. 


Proof. Given 6 and ¢., .), the corresponding duality is a polarity. If this 
were isotropic we can argue as in theorem 2.4 to conclude that D is com- 
mutative, 0=identity, and <.,.) is skew symmetric. As ¢., .) is symmetric 
it follows that D has characteristic 2. Conversely, let n >3 and let € be a 
nonisotropic polarity of #(V,D). Then € corresponds to a pair 4%, ¢.,.). 
Choose x ¢€ V such that (7,7))=cy #0. Writing 


(u,v) = (U,P)gCg*, 9 = 0%, 


we see that ¢ is also induced by 6, ¢.,.), and that (v,7)=1. Lemma 2.5 
shows that 6 is involutive, and {.,.) is symmetric; clearly, 6, ¢., .) induce 
“€. Suppose 6’ is an anti-automorphism of D and ¢.,.)’ a symmetric 
6’-bilinear form. Then, by theorem 2.3, 0’, ¢.,.)’ induce € if and only if 
for some d40 in D, (2,y)' =<a,y)d, (a, ye V) and c” =d-'c%d for all ceD. 
If (x,y) =1, then (y,z) =1 and so ({x,y)’)” ={y,x2)’ =d while 


((xz,y)')? =d* =d-1d"d, 


also. So we have d?=d. 
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Remark. Jt is useful to note that the form ¢., .) inducing € has the prop- 
erty that (w,w)=1 for some we V. 


4. ORTHOCOMPLEMENTATIONS AND 
HILBERT SPACE STRUCTURES 


Anorthocomplementation of “(V ,D) isa polarity such that M 1 é(M)=0 
for all M, i.e., an inclusion reversing bijection € of #(V,D) with itself such 
that £(¢(M)) = M and M 1 é(M)=0 for all M. It is easy to see that a polarity 
is an orthocomplementation if and only if (D-x) \é(D-z)=0 for all ve V. 
The preceding discussion leads to 


Theorem 2.7 (Birkhoff-von Neumann [1}). Let n=dim(V)>3 and € 
an orthocomplementation of Y(V,D). Then there is an involutive antr- 
automorphism 0 of D and a nonsingular symmetric 6-bilinear form ¢.,.) on 
V x V such that 6 and ¢.,.) induce €. We have (x,x) =0 = x=0, and ¢.,.) 
can be chosen so that (w,w) =1 for some we V. 

Let a symmetric 0-bilinear form ¢.,.) be called definite if 


(i) (2) =0 + 2=0, 


(14) : 
(ii) <wyw)=1 forsome wel. 


A definite form is necessarily nonsingular. Assume now that D is one of 
R, C, or H. 


(a) BD = R. Then the definite forms are preciscly the positive definite 
quadratic forms. So the definite form ¢. , .) of theorem 2.7 defines a scalar 
product and € is the orthocomplementation in the corresponding Hilbert 
space structure. 

(b) D = C. Here we must assume that 6 is continuous or measurable 
(analytically well behaved). Since complex bilinear forms are not definite, 
@ must be the complex conjugation.The definite forms are thus the Hermitian 
positive definite forms, and in theorem 2.7, é is the orthocomplementation 
cane by the Hilbert space structure corresponding to the scalar product 

(c) D = H, the quaternions. A scalar product for a vector space V over H 
is a *-bilinear form on V x V such that: (i) for any > V, (z,x) is in the 
center of H and coincides with a nonnegative real number; (ii) (z,x) =0 if 
and only ifx=0; if ||z||= +¢x,x)!, ||-||isa norm for V. If V is complete under 
\|- ||, it 1s called a Hilbert space; this is the case when dim(V)<oo (ef. 
Finkelstein and others [1]). Let us now consider and {. , .)asintheorem 2.7. 
Then we can find a unit quaternion q) such that e?=q c*q,—! for all ee H. 
Since @ is involutive, q,” lies in the center of H and so q,2= +1. 


We shall now show that if q.?= — 1 there are vectors x #0 with (2,2) =0. 
In fact, we can then write qg=qo'j,q9? where qo’ is a unit quaternion. Let 
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ue V be such that (u,u) is a unit quaternion, say a, and let Ze € (H-u) be 
such that (%,%) is also a unit quaternion, say b; of course V=H-u@é(H-u). 
From ¢u,u)? = (u,u) we get, after a small calculation, 


ans @ 
Go 89g = a 


where cER, |c?|+|7|?=1. Hence tr(aq))=0. Similarly, tr(bq,)=0. So 
aq, and —bqy are in the same class, proving that q,aqoq,*q.1+b=0 for 
some unit quaternion q,. But then (a,z)=0 for x=q,u+v. So, qy?= +1is 
the only possibility. Since det(q))=1, we must have q, = +1.So0 6 must be 
conjugation and ¢.,.) is *-bilinear. In particular, (u,w) is real for all 
we V,and >0 for we V\(0). V thus becomes a Hilbert space under ¢., .), 
and é is the associated orthocomplementation. We thus have 


Theorem 2.8. Let D=R or H and let V be a vector space of dimension 
n>3 over D. If € is any orthocomplementation in L(V ,D), there is a scalar 
product for «.,.) converting V into a Hilbert space such that & is the corre- 
sponding orthocomplementation. If D=C and € is regular in the sense that the 
anti-automorphism of C defined by & 1s continuous, then it is the complex 
conjugation, and € is induced by a Hermitian scalar product <.,.) that con- 
verts V into a Hilbert space over C. Finally (.,.) 1s determined by & up to 
multiplication by a positive real number. 


We shall now assume that D is one of R, C, or H, and that V is a Hilbert 
space of dimension n >3 over D, with scalar product ¢.,.). 


Theorem 2.9. Suppose & is an automorphism of £(V,D) which preserves 
the orthocomplementation of V. Then there exists a semilinear automorphism 


L of V inducing € such that: 
(i) ~¢fD=RorH, Lis linear, and for D=C, L is either linear or conjugate 


linear; 
(ii) forallz,yeV, 
(15) (La,Ly) = ¢#,y) 
if L is linear, and 
(16) (La, Ly) = (yx) 


if D= Cand Lis conjugate linear. In particular, L is an isometry of V. 


Proof. We begin with the following observation.Let p be an automorphism 
of D and L, a g-linear isomorphism of V onto itself such that the induced 
automorphism of #(V,D) preserves the orthocomplementation of V; then, 
for some d <0 in D, we have, for all x, ye V, 


(17) (L,2,Ly) = (xy? 
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Indeed, (x,y) =0 if and only if (Z,2,L,y) =0; so, if we define 


(ny) = (Lye, Ly)? (a,yeV) and p= yp 'bp 


where 6 is the anti-automorphism corresponding to ¢.,.), then the pair 
, (.,-)~ also induces the orthocomplementation in 2(V,D). Theorem 2.3 
now leads to (17). This said, let us first suppose that € is induced by a 
linear automorphism L, of V. Then (17) becomes (L,x,L,y) =<x,y) d. This 
shows that d is a real positive number, and we get the required result on 
taking L = d-*Z,. If é is not linear, then D = Cand there is an automorphism 
g of € which is not the identity and a g-linear isomorphism L, of V with 
itself, such that L, induces é. In (17) we take x=y=2y where 2, is such that 
(29;% 9) = 1, so that d is a positive number. Then, taking x=y in (17) shows 
that (x,x)? is real and >0 for all xe V, so that 7? >0 for all real numbers 
>0. In other words R? = R, which implies g = identity on R. As ¢ is not the 
identity, i?= —7 and so 9 is complex conjugation. If L=d-#L,, we get (16). 
This proves theorem 2.9. 

When D= Cand Lisa conjugate linear isomorphism of V with itself such 
that (16) is satisfied, we call L anti-unitary. Of course, if L is linear and 
satisfies (15), L is unitary. 


5. COORDINATES IN PROJECTIVE AND 
GENERALIZED GEOMETRIES 


The study of the projective geometries #(V,D) gains significance in 
view of the fundamental theorem of classical geometry which asserts that 
these are the only geometries, at least when the rank is > 4. When the rank 
is 3, i.e., when we are dealing with a projective plane, the geometries 
L(V ,D) are characterized by the property of being Desarguesian, namely, 
that the classical theorem of Desargues is true for them. Of course a pro- 
jective plane imbedded in a geometry of higher rank is always Desarguesian; 
this can be proved directly and in a simple manner. 

However, as was mentioned at the beginning of the chapter, the geo- 
metries £(V ,D) and, more generally, lattices of finite rank, are not adequate 
to serve as models for the proposition calculi of complex quantum 
systems. We shall therefore enlarge the scope of our discussion by including 
a class of partially ordered sets of infinite rank, and proving for them a 
coordinization theorem that will include the classical result. The objects that 
we shall study will be called generalized geometries; and the main result 
concerning them is that they are isomorphic to the partially ordered sets of 
finite dimensional subspaces of possibly infinite dimensional vector spaces 
over division rings. 
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Let # be a set with partial ordering <; we do not assume that LY has a 
unit element. £ is called a generalized geometry if the following conditions 
are satisfied: 


(i) for any finite subset F of 2, Viena, Ascr@, exist in F, 
(18) 
(ii) ifaeY and a0, £[0,a] is a geometry. 


Thus # is a geometry if and only if it has a unit element. If D is a division 
ring and V a not necessarily finite dimensional vector space over D, the 
partially ordered set &(V,D) of finite dimensional subspaces of V is a 
generalized geometry, which is a geometry if and only if dim(V) <oo. [If Y 
is a generalized geometry, Y has points and every element of # is a sum of 
points. The dimension functions of the [0,a] are mutually compatible and 
define a dimension function on all of #. We write dim() for 


sup, y(dim (a)). 


We can obviously speak of lines, planes, etc., in #. In the rest of this section 
we shall sketch a proof that any generalized geometry is isomorphic to some 
L(V ,D), provided dim(#) >4. Our proof is a straightforward variant of the 
classical one; but we have decided to include a sketch since it is not easy to 
locate it in the literature in the precise form we need. The reader who wants 
more details on the part dealing with Desarguesian planes should consult 
Seidenberg [1] and Heyting [1] (see the Notes at the end of this chapter). 
Let # be a generalized geometry with dim(#) > 4. Then all the planes in 
£ are Desarguesian. The classical method of constructing the division rings 
associated to ¥ is as follows. We take a line ¢t in # and a plane a in # 
containing t, and we choose three distinct points O, E, W ont. To this data 
we shall associate a division ring D whose elements will be the points of the 
line ¢ that are different from W. The operations of addition and multipli- 
cation in D will be defined with the help of geometrical constructions (in the 
plane a) that imitate the familiar constructions in the Euclidean plane. 


Addition. Let A¢D; then we define the map a4:B>B+A of D with 
itself in the following manner. In the plane a we take distinct lines q, r 
through W, different from ¢, and distinct points X, Y onq, different from W, 
such that if 7(X;7,t) (resp. 7(Y; t,r) is the perspectivity from r to ¢ with 
center X (resp. from ¢t to r with center Y), then 7(X; 7,t) 7(Y; t,r) takes 0 
to A; then we define (Fig. 1) 


C4 OX 5 7, t) ey ; tr). 


If we view q as the “‘line at infinity’ then this construction resembles the 
usual Euclidean one (Fig. 1(a)). 


cy 0 
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Multiplication. Given A ¢D we define right multiplication ma by A; if 
A=0,m,B=0 by definition for all B and so we take A 40. We take in the 
plane a a line g through W different from t, and a line p through O, different 
from t. We choose distinct points X, Y on q different from W such that 
nm(X; p,t)1(Y; t,p) takes E to A (see Fig. 2); then 


ma = 1(X; p,t) mY; t,p). 


If we view q as the “line at infinity’, this resembles the usual construction 
in the Euclidean plane (Fig. 2(a)). Of course we could have equally well 
taken this as the definition of A - B; our choice is dictated by the requirement 
of getting isomorphisms with the geometry of subspaces of a left vector 
space. 

Although these definitions involve the choices of auxiliary lines and 
points, the Desarguesian nature of the plane can he used to prove that 
addition and multiplication are well defined and convert D into a division 
ring with O and £ as its null and unit elements. Ift, O, E, W are fixed, this 
division ring is independent of the choice of the plane a that contains ¢; for, 
if b is a different plane containing f, and X is a point in the three-dimensional 
space aVb which does not lie on a or b, the perspectivity from X gives an 


Fie. 2 
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Fie. 2(a) 


isomorphism of #[0,a] with #[0,b] which is the identity on £=aAb, and it 
is clear that addition and multiplication on D are the same whether we use 
a or b. The division ring is also unchanged up to isomorphism if we change t 
O, E, W. More precisely, let t’ be another line in the plane a, and O’", E’, W’, 
three distinct points on t’. Then any projectivity in the plane that takes t to 
t’'and O, E, W, respectively to 0’, H’, W’, isan isomorphism of the associated 
division rings; this follows from the well-known fact that any projectivity 
of ¢ with t’ extends to an automorphism of the plane #[0,a]. We remark 
finally that D is commutative if and only if the geometry of ¥[0,a] is 
Pappian for any plane a in Y, i.e., the theorem of Pappus is valid in Y[0,a] 
for any plane a. 

The first step in the coordinatization of Y is to define“ affine’ coordinates 
for all points of # that do not “‘lie at infinity”. If Y is a geometry we can 
choose an arbitrary hyperplane to be at infinity. For a generalized geometry 
we use a simple modification of this procedure. To obtain an intuitive picture 
of the definition of coordinates the reader is asked to picture everything in a 
Euclidean context, interpreting incidencesat infinity in terms of parallellism. 

Let us call a set of points of Y independent if every finite subset of the set 
is independent. If {P;}(j¢/) is an independent set of points, then we have a 
map u (K->u(K)) from finite subsets of J into Y defined by 


(19) u(K) = V Ps u($)= 0. 
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It is easy to verify that 


(20) w(K, UK,) = u(K,) Vv u(K,), u(y 0 K,) = u(K,) Au(K,). 


An independent set C of points of ¥ is called a basis if it is maximal. Every 
independent set is contained in a basis in view of Zorn’s lemma. If C is a 
basis of Y and P isa point of /, it follows from the maximality of C that 
there is a finite set F <C such that P< Vo.,Q; hence for any ac, there 
is a finite set @<C witha <Voc¢Q. Let O be a point of £. By a frame at O 
we mean a pair (O,{P;},-,) such that {0,{P;},-j} is a basis for #. There 
are frames at any point of 7. 

From now on we fix a frame (O, {P;},-;) at O. An element ac # is said 
to lie at infinity if there is a finite set K <J such that a<u(K) (cf. (19)). 
It follows from (20) that the elements of # that lie at infinity form a 
generalized geometry, denoted by #,. If ac# and a¢#,,, there is a 
unique a,¢€%,, such that a,,<a and a,, contains all elements of ¥[0,a] 
that lie at infinity; a,, is the unique element at infinity contained in a with 
dimension equal to dim(a)—1. In fact, let K<J be a finite set with 
a<Ovu(K); asat¢u(K), dim(avu(K)) >dim(u(K)) so that 


aVu(K) = Ovu(kK); 


if a,, =aAu(K), then dim(a,,) = dim(a)—1, from which the characteriza- 
tions of a,, follow immediately. The uniqueness of a@,, is obvious and a, is 
called the hyperplane at inifinity in a. In particular, if P is a point not in 
Lf, and kK <Ja finite set, then for a= Pvu(K), u(k) is the hyperplane at 
infinity. Every line not in #,, has a unique point at infinity on it, every 
plane not in #,, has a unique line at infinity on it, and so on. 

Let m, be the line Ov P; (j¢J). For each j eJ we choose a point EH; in m; 
distinct from O and P,. As explained earlier we convert the set of points of 
m, different from P,; into a division ring D; with O and #; as its null and 
unit elements, respectively. The division rings D; are of course mutually 
isomorphic but we can do better and introduce a “‘compatible”’ system of 
isomorphisms. Let 7, keJ, 7 # k. The lines £;vH, and P;V P;, being in the 
plane m;vm,, meet at some point, say P;,; this is the point at infinity of 
E,VE,, and the perspectivity from P;,, of the line m, onto the line m,, 
fixes O and takes E, (resp. P,,) to EH; (resp. P;). It thus induces an iso- 
morphism of D,, onto D;, which we denote by 


(21) 6;,:D,3D,, 05x rt TE sas Mr; ™;). 


We define 6,; to be the identity. Then the “compatibility” of the 6;, may 
be formulated as the following lemma. 


Lemma 2.10. If j,k, re J, then 
(22) 6,5 ° Osx = Ore. 
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Proof. From (21) it is immediate that 6,;= 6;, . Suppose now that 
j, k, r are three distinct indices from J, XeD,, Y=6,,4), 2240) ve 
must prove that Z=6,,(X). We may assume X40, X#E,,. Desargue’s 
theorem applied to the triangles X YZ and E,E;H, which are in perspective 
from O, gives a line ¢t on which the points 


(XV Y)A(E.VE)=Pyy (YVZ)A(H;V E,) = Pir, 
and (XVZ)A(E,VE,) =Q 


lie. Obviously ¢ is at infinity and so Q = P,,, proving that Z=6,,(X). 
From (22) we see that there is a division ring D and isomorphisms 


(23) ¢;; DD, 
such that the diagrams ° g; 

yh D==- D, 
( ) PN py 79s 


are commutative. We write O and £ for the null and unit elements of D. 

Let ‘B be the set of points of Y which do not lie at infinity. Let us denote 
by W the vector space of all functions with finite supports on J with values 
in D. W is a left vector space over D in the usual fashion. Suppose now 
Pe‘P. We can choose a finite set K <J such that P< Ovu(K). For any je, 
u(K —{j}) is the hyperplane at infinity on Pvu(K —{j}) and so the latter 
does not contain P,;; thus 


Myx? =m, A (Pv u(K —{3})) 


is an element of D,. If K,<K is such that P< Ovu(K,), it is obvious that 
M,x*=M,x,'; if LCK is finite with P<Ovu(L), then P<Ovu(K OL) 
by (20), and so M, x? =M,,1° =M,‘xar. We thus write, for any jeJ, 


(25) M,P =m; A(PV u(K—{9})) (P < Ovu(k)). 


Transferring M Fe to D now gives the coordinates of P, i.e., let fp be the 
function from J to D defined by 


(26) fe(j)=9;59(M;") (je). 


Lemma 2.11. For any P ef, fp is in W; fo =0, the origin of W; and P>fp 
is a bijection of PB with W. 


Proof. If P<Ovu(K) and j¢ K, M;?=m,;A(Pvu(K))=O, showing that 
fpeW. It is also obvious that fp =0. Let ge W, g£09, and let J’={j,,.-.,Je} 
be the support of g. Let Q,=9;,(g(j,)), a-=Q,Vu’ —{j,}). P=Ay<r<str- 
A simple dimension calculation shows that P is a point. If P were to lie at 
infinity, P<u(J’ —{j,}) for all r, which is impossible since 


A_ ud’ —{5,}) = 0 


157s 
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by (20). So, Pe and itis easy to verify that fp=g. If P’ ePisalsosuchthat 
f,,=g, it is clear that P’ <Ovu(J’), and hence, for 1 <r<s, 


Q,= M,?’ < P'v uJ’ —{j) 
so that P’ <a, for all r, showing that P’ =P. 


Remark. For later use we mention here the following easily verified fact: 
let PeP be different from O; R, the point at infinity on the line OVP; and 
jeJ any index such that P ¢ m,;. Then we have a well-defined point S, 
necessarily at infinity, where the line RvP; meets u(K —{j}); and for any 
QefY, Q<OvP, Q#0, the line Qv M,° passes through 8S. 


The map P—fp describes the “affine” geometry of $ in terms of the 
affine linear geometry of W. The next three lemmas make precise this 
statement, and they constitute the heart of the proof of the main theorem 
of this section. 


Lemma 2.12. Let Pe, P#O. Then a point Q of B lies on the line OVP 
af and only if for some M €D one has 


fg = M-fp. 
Proof. Let K=KpCJ be the smallest finite set <J such that 
P<OvuUk); 


to avoid trivialities we assume that K has at least two elements. Let Q4O 
be on the line OvP, Qe. As Kqg=K, fo(j)4O for all j e K and so for each 
j¢€K there is a unique nonzero M;¢D such that M,°=M,-M,?. We need 
to show that for j, ke K, 74k, 0,;,(M,)=M,. If for some ge K, M;2=M,? 
then our remark above shows that P=Q and so we may suppose that 
M,°#M,?,jeK. ¥ixj,keK,j#k. The triangles PM,?M,? andQM,°M ,2 
are in perspective from O and so have an axis of perspectivity. This is a line 
at infinity (cf. the remark above) and so 


(M,;? v M,?) A(M,PvM,2) = T 


is a point at infinity, which lies on the line P;V P,, because all four points are 
in the plane a = OvP,vP,. If 7 denotes the perspectivity, in the plane 
a=OvP,VP,, ofm;tom, with center 7’, we can use the definition of multipli- 
cation in-D, to conclude that if N;=(0;,07)(H;), then for any UeD,, 
(9;,07)(U)=U-N;. Thus 6;.(M,°)=M;°-N; and 6;,(M,?)=M,;?-N,, 
proving that 6;,(J1;,) = Mj. 

For the converse, suppose Q 4 O is in $ with fg = M-fp. Assume as before, 
to avoid trivialities, that K has at least two elements. Choose a j)¢.K and 
let Q’ be the point on the line Ov P such that the lines Q’vM,,@ and Pv M,,P 
meet at infinity. Obviously, Q’eP%, Q’4O, and M,?’=M,,°. Since 
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fo,=M'-fp for some M’eD, we have 9;,(M’)=9;,(M) so that M’=M, 
ken O— Oe 

Lemma 2.13 (‘parallelogram law of addition’). Let O’e B, O' 4 O, and let 
t’ be a line through O’ not containing O. Let U, R be the points at infinity on 
the lines OvO' and t’, respectively, and let t be the line OVR. If Pe B lies on 
t and 


(27) "=U it 
then fp» =fp+fo-. 


Conversely, suppose P’ € 3 lies on t’; then fp-—fo =fp for some P on t, and 
P and P’ are related by (27). 


Proof. For the first part we must show that M,?’=M,?+M,°’ for all 
j¢K where K CJ is a finite set such that O’, P, P’ are all <Ovu(K). If 
U <Ovu(K —{9}), it is easy to see that M,?’=M,? and M,°=O; if 
R<Ovu(K —{)}), it is hkewise easy to check that M,? =O and M,?’=M,2’. 
So assume that neither U nor R lies in Ovu( K —{j}). Then t’A(Ovu(K —{5})) 
is a point, say O”; O” 40, and O”c$. Let U’ be the point at infinity on 
OvO", and P” and O,, the respective points on OvR where U'vP’ and 
U'vO' meet it (see Fig. 3). 


Fie. 3 


As 0" < Ovu(K —{j}) we have U’ <u(K —{j}) and so 
M,?' = M,?’, M,°’ = M;%. 


It is clear from Fig. 3 that with respect to addition on the line ¢ (minus R), 
P”=P+0,; 80, ift=m;, M,?”=M,? + M,.. IftAm,, let T be the common 
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point at infinity on the lines O0,vM,%, PvM,?, P’vM,?”. Consider the 
plane tvm,, and in it, the perspectivity from t to m; with center 7’. As this 
takes O,, P, P” to M;°, M,?, and M,?", respectively, we get 


M,?” = M,?+M,;. 


For the converse let g=fp:— fo. Define P=tA(UvP’). Then P and P’ are 
related by (27) and so g=fp. 


Lemma 2.14. Let P,', P,', P,' be three distinct points in 2. Then they are 
collinear if and only if for some A4O in D we have 


(28) fp, =a A ‘fp, (H—A) ‘fp,. 


Proof. Assume first that the P, are on a line t’. Then (28) follows from 
lemma 2.12 ift’ contains O. If O ¢t’, we can apply lemma 2.13 with O’=P,’. 
If P, and P, are the points on the line OVR corresponding to P,’ and P,’, 


we have 
fp, = fp, +fp,, fp, = fp, +fp,, 


while lemma 2.12 gives a nonzero A €D with fp,=A -fp,. This implies (28). 
For the converse, assume (28) and let t’ be the line P,’v P,’. We may suppose 
that O +t’, as the case O<t’ is trivial. Write O’=P,’ and define P, corre- 
sponding to P,’. If P, is the point on the line OvP, such that fp,=A-fp,, 
then fp, =fp,+fp,. Lemma 2.13 now proves that P,’<?’. 


We are now in a position to introduce homogeneous coordinates for all 
points of Y. Let J be an index set containing J and one extra element which 
we denote by oo. Let V be the left vector space of all D-valued functions on I 
with finite supports, and #’, the generalized geometry of all finite dimen- 
sional subspaces of V. For any Pe $8 we define gre V and y(P)e2’ by 


fie Gers 
(29) etiy= (Fee Tee 
and 
(30) (P) = D-gr. 


Suppose P is a point at infinity on &. We choose a point Q on the line OvP 
such that 94 P, Q4O and define gp,geV, y(P) EL’ by 


A fo(j), v) ed, 
31 = 
(31) gp, a(j) 0, ps 
and 
(32) YP) = D- fp 9. 


Lemma 2.12 shows that y(P) in (32) is independent of the choice of Q and 
so is well defined. 
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Lemma 2.15. The map P->+(P) is a bijection, of the set of all points of L 
with the set of all points of L’, which preserves collinearity. 


Proof. The bijective nature of the map P+y(P) is a straightforward 
consequence of the definitions and we sketch the argument for proving 
that y preserves collinearity. Fix three points of @, say P; (1=1, 2,3); we 
must show that they are collinear in ¥ if and only if y(P,) are collinear in 
Ae 

Case 1. P;c for all 7. In this case lemma 2.14 gives what we want. 

Case 2. Exactly one of the P;, say Ps, lies at infinity. Let Q be a point on 
Ov Ps, Q40, QF P3. It is trivial that y(P,), y(P,), and y(P;) are collinear if 
and only if for some M €D, fo= MM: (fp,—fr,). Lemmas 2.12 and 2.13 show 
that this is precisely the condition for Q to lie on the line joining O to the 
point at infinity on P,v Py, i.e., for P, to lie on P,VPy. 

Case 3. P, and P, are both at infinity. Suppose P,, P,, P, are collinear, so 
that P, is also at infinity. Chooce Q,e%, Q; 4 O (¢ = 1,2) such that: 
(i) Q;<OvP,; (ii) Q,, Q., and P, are collinear. Choose Q,e%, Q,;4O on 
Ov P,. By lemmas 2,12 and 2.13 fo,=M-(fo,—fe,) for some MeD. This 
shows that y(P,), y(P2), and y(P3) are collinear. Conversely, if y(P;), y(P2), 
y(P3) are collinear, choose Q;e%, Y;4O in OvP,, 1=1, 2,3. Then for some 
M,N#OinD, 

fo, = M-fo,+N - fa,. 


By lemma 2.12 we can find points Q,’ 40, such that 


fo, = — M -fe,, fo, = N - fa,. 
Then 
fo, = fo, — fay. 


If X is the point at infinity on Q,’vVQ,’, lemma 2.13 and this relation tell us 
that Q; is on OVX. So X=P,, i-e., the P; (t=1,2,3) are collinear. This 
proves the lemma. 

These lemmas imply the following result which is the fundamental 
theorem on coordinatization of geometries. 


Theorem 2.16. Let £ be a generalized geometry with dim(L#)>4. Then 
there exists a division ring D and a left vector space V over D such that L is 
isomorphic to the generalized geometry of all finite dimensional subspaces of 
V. V is finite dimensional if and only if F is a geometry. 


NOTES ON CHAPTER II 


1. For more detail on quaternionic geometry see Chapter I of Chevalley 
[1]. The identification of H with C? in Section 2 gives rise to a bijection 
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H*~> C?" which is C-linear and associates q=(q,--.,Qn) to = (1, ..-, Xen) 
where q,=%,1+2n,:Jo. We may regard H as a Hilbert space with scalar 
product (q,r)=D)1<k<nQ.tx* Where q=(q,,...,q,) and r=(r,,...,%,). The 
group of linear automorphisms of H” that preserves (. ,.) goes over to the 
subgroup of U(2n,C€) that preserves the symplectic form 
CU,Y) = VY (€eYnte—YuUntn), 
1<k<n 


where % = (2), ..-, Yan) and y=(y, ..- 


2. The definitions in Section 5 are classical. For any linet in a Desarguesian 
plane 7 let G be the set of all projectivities of t with itself which are compo- 
sitions of two perspectivities: from t to a second line s followed by a per- 
spectivity from s to ¢. The line s, as well as the centers of perspectivity, are 
arbitrary. Assume that s4t and that the two centers, X, Y are distinct. 
Then the projectivity has one or two fixed points according as the line Xv Y 
passes through sA¢f or not. In the former case the projectivity is called special 
and the point W, which is on s,t and Xv Y, is the unique fixed point and is 
called its canonical fixed point. If O=sAt and W=(XVY)At are distinct, 
they are the two fixed points and are respectively called the first and 
second canonical fixed points of the projectivity. For any W on ¢ (resp. 
distinct O, W, ont), G,, w (resp. G,, 0, w) is the set consisting of the identity 
and the special (resp. general) projectivities of ¢ with itself, with W as 
canonical fixed point (resp. O and W as the first and second canonical fixed 
points). 

The key fact, which follows from the Desarguesian nature of 7, is that if 
ceG, w (resp. c€G,, 0, w), o is determined by its action on one point of t 
other than W (resp. its action on one point of ¢ other than O and W), 
independently of the choices of s, X, Y. It is immediate from this that the 
operators a4 and ma are well defined. The possibility of using different 
8, X, Y to define the same projectivity then allows one to prove that G,, w 
and G,,o,w are groups, the former being abelian. This will prove that + 
converts D into an abelian group with O as its null element, and - converts 
D\O0 into a group with £ as unit element. Right multiplication is of course 
in G,,o, w; left multiplication is also a projectivity of t with itself fixing O and 
W, which however is a composition of three perspectivities. Distributivity 
laws are special cases of the more general result that if a is any projectivity 
of ¢ fixing O and W, a is an automorphism of the additive group of D. This 
is an immediate consequence of the extension principle stating that any 
projectivity from one line of 7 to another can be extended to an auto- 
morphism of 7. This principle, in the case of a perspectivity, is an easy 
application of the following lemma: 


Lemma. Let C be a point of 7; t, t' distinct lines through C; and A, A’ 
distinct points on t’, different from C. Then there is a unique automorphism a 
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of the plane m such that: (i) a fixes each point of t; (1i) a{A)=A’; (iii) for any 
point X not on t, a(X) is on the line joining C to X. 


Proof. Consider first a line u through C distinct from ¢ and two points 
X, X' on wu, distinct and different from C. Let P(w) be the set of points of the 
plane not on w. We define x, x’ to be the map P(u) > P(u) such that for any 
B in P(u), B’=6x, x‘(B) is the point where the line Kv.X’ meets the line 
CvB, K being the point where the line By X meets ¢ (draw a figure). It is 
easy to see that 0x, x’ is bijective and its fixed points are precisely those on ¢ 
(except for C). If v is the line Bv B’ for some B in P(u), Oz, z’ is well defined 
on P(v), and a suitable application of Desargues’ theorem shows that 
6p. p’'=Ox. x’ on P(u) O P(v). We now define a as follows. For any point 
P<t,o(P)=P;if P¢tand P +t’, a(P)=6a, a (P);if P<t’, wetake X outside 
t and t’ and define a(P)=@x,x‘(P) where X’=64, a’(X). It is then not 
difficult to show that a is well defined, defines an automorphism of 7 with 
the required properties, and is the only such. 


3. Asa final reference on the foundational aspects of projective geometry 
we mention the first volume of H.F. Baker’s great six-volume classical 
treatise (H. F. Baker, Principles of Geometry; originally published by the 
Cambridge University Press, and republished in 1968 by Frederick Ungar 
Publishing Co, New York). 


4. To von Neumann we owe the most profound and far reaching of the 
coordinatization theorems for complemented lattices. Motivated by the 
examples of projection lattices arising from operator algebras which are 
factors of type II, he carried out a penetrating analysis of complemented 
modular lattices that are not of finite rank and hence do not have points 
(‘pointless geometries’’!). Before doing this the classical theorem of co- 
ordinatization had to be reformulated so that it made no reference to 
points; von Neumann viewed it as the establishing of an isomorphism of 
the geometry with the lattice of right ideals of the ring of N x N matrices 
over some division ring D. In the general case he proved that if F is a 
complemented modular lattice with the property that, for some integer 
N >4, 1 is the sum of independent elements (a,),<;<n any two of which are 
“in perspective” (i.e., have a common complement), then Y is isomorphic 
to the lattice of principal right ideals of a so-called regular ring R, which is 
determined uniquely up to isomorphism. Here, regularity means that for 
any ae R, there is xe R such that axa =a; he actually constructed R as the 
ring of N x N matrices over another regular ring S. It must be remarked 
that, in general, the partially ordered set of right ideals of a ring is not 
complemented, and that if a right ideal A possesses a complementary right 
ideal B (i.e., A+B=R, A B=(0)), then A and B are both principal; and 
further, that the regularity of the ring is necessary and sufficient for the set 
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of principal right ideals to form a complemented partially ordered set; and 
finally, that in this case the set of principal right ideals is a complemented 
modular lattice (so that principal=finitely generated). Of course in all of 
this “right”’ can be replaced by “‘left”’. The lattice will be irreducible if and 
only if & is indecomposable in the sense that R does not admit any de- 
composition of the form k= R,@®R, where R,;40 are two-sided ideals; and 
this is equivalent to requiring that the center of £ isa field. Finally, if a ring 
FR has the property that its principal right (or left) ideals satisfy the as- 
cending and descending chain conditions, then R is regular if and only if it is 
semisimple, thus tying in the classical coordinatization theory with the 
Wedderburn theory. 

It was also established by von Neumann that dualities of Y correspond 
naturally to anti-automorphisms of #, and that orthocomplementations 
correspond to involutive anti-automorphisms 2 x* which are definite in 
the sense that x*z=0 <x=0. 

Rings of bounded operators in a complex Hilbert space are regular only 
when they are finite dimensional; however, the ring of not necessarily 
bounded operators affiliated (in the sense of Murray and von Neumann) to 
a type II, factor is a regular ring, and is in fact the regular ring whose 
principal right ideals form the lattice isomorphic to the lattice of projections 
of the factor. 

Occupying a special place among the complemented modular lattices are 
the continuous geometries also discovered by von Neumann. He charac- 
terized completely the associated regular rings. The lattices of projections 
of type II, factors are orthocomplemented continuous geometries. Roughly 
speaking the axioms for an irreducible complemented modular lattice to be 
a continuous geometry require the completeness of the lattice and the 
continuity of the lattice operations, and lead to the existence of a dimension 
function with values in the unit interval [0,1]. 

Let D be a division ring, V, and V,,;, (m an integer >2) be left vector 
spaces of dimensions & and mk, respectively, over D. We then have a map 
M->Mo®...©M (m summands) of #(V,,D) into #(Vn,,D). Using a 
succession of such mappings (with changing “‘ratios” m), von Neumann 
constructed continuous geometries associated with D which, when D=C, 
were not isomorphic to the projection lattices of type IT, factors. 

These scattered remarks should convey a glimpse of the beautiful 
generalization of classical projective geometry that von Neumann erected. 
The reader who wants to get a sharper perspective on these things should 
begin with a study of von Neumann’s book (Continuous Geometry, Princeton 
University Press, Princeton, New Jersey, 1960, which has annotations by 
I. Halperin that illuminate many aspects of the theory and contain refer- 
ences to further literature), and his papers on the subject that appear in 
volume IV of his Collected Works (6 volumes, Pergamon, 1961). 


CHAPTER Iii 


THE LOGIC OF A QUANTUM MECHANICAL 
SYSTEM 


1. LOGICS 


Let G be any quantum mechanical system. We have seen that one can 
associate with G the partially ordered set #(S) of all experimentally 
verifiable propositions concerning G. The partial ordering is that induced 
by the implication relation. Moreover, the map, which associates with 
any element of ¥(S) its negation, behaves very much lke an ortho- 
complementation. This leads one to introduce axiomatically a class of 
partially ordered sets and to study their properties. We call these systems 
logics. The basic assumption of modern quantum theory can then be 
described (if we anticipate some terminology) by saying that ¥(S) is a 
standard logic. 

Let ¥ be a lattice under a partial ordering <. By an orthocomplementa- 
tion of # we mean a mapping 


(|):a—->at 
of ¥ into itself such that 


(i) _| is one-one and maps ¥# onto itself, 
(ii) a < 6 implies b¢ < a+, 
(1) (i) at+ =a for alla, 
(iv) @ A @* — Os ioralla, 
(v) “@ V a= =) “for alla: 
We note that the relations 0'=1 and 1+=0 are easy consequences of 
(ii). Moreover it follows easily from (iii) that | is one-one and onto, so 
that (ili) + (i). Finally, we observe that (ii), (iii), and (iv) imply (v). In 
fact, let ae Y and b=ava". Since both a and a are <b and a*t=a, 
(ii) implies that b+<a and b+ <a. Hence b+<aAat=0 or b=b44=1. A 
lattice @, with an orthocomplementation | (a> a+), is said to be a 
logic if 
(i) for any countably infinite sequence a, ao, --- of elements of Y, 
Vn@, and /\, a, exist in Y, 
(ii) if a,,a,€f and a,<dg, there exists an element be Y such 
that 6<a,* and bV a, =a. 
42 


(2) 
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Before proceeding further we make the observation that if a, <a, the 
element b whose existence is postulated in (ii) of (2) is unique and is in 
fact equal to a,+ Aa. To see this, let us write 6, =a,+ Aag. Since b<a,* 
and b<a,, we have b<b,. Therefore, using (ii) of (2) again, we find a 
def such that d<b' and dvb=b,. Since d<bt, b<d+. Further, 
d<b, <a," so that a,<d+. Therefore, a, Vb=a,<d* which implies that 
d<a,*. Moreover, d<b, <a, also. Consequently, d<a,Aa,'=0 which 
means that b, =bvd=b. 

The element b=a,1 Aa, of (ii) of (2) will often be written as a,—4a,. 
For any ae Y, we call a+ the orthogonal complement of a in &. If a<bt, 
then 6<at+: we shall then say that a and b are orthogonal and write a _|_b. 
Suppose a, be ¥ are two elements such that a< b, ab. As in Chapter IT, 
we write 


(3) 4i00| = {or cee, 0 < c= bd}. 


Then under the partial ordering inherited from #, ¥[0,b] becomes a 
lattice, in which countable unions and intersections exist and whose zero 
element is 0 and unit element is 6. If we define, for any x in #[0,6], its 
orthogonal complement zx’ by «#’=xz',Ab, then it can be shown that 
[0,5] equipped with the orthocomplementation x — wz’ is a logic (cf. 
corollary 3.3). 

The central assumption that one makes in any quantum mechanical 
application is that the set of experimentally verifiable propositions 1s a logic. 
The only thing that may be open to serious question in this is assumption 
(i) of (2) which forces any two elements of ¥ to have a lattice sum; the 
others may be regarded as technical necessities. We can offer no really 
convincing phenomenological argument to support this (ef. Birkhoff-von 
Neumann [1]). If we omit the assumption that ¥ is a lattice the axioms 
become so weak that it is very difficult to avoid pathology in any mathe- 
matical discussion. We point out also that every calculation in quantum 
mechanics is based on assumptions which not only imply that the set of 
experimentally verifiable propositions is a logic but in fact a very special 
one. 

We shall now make a few general remarks. If #, and #, are two logics, 
an injection of F, into F, is a map f(a > f(a)) of #, into #2 such that 
(i) f is one-one, f(0)=0, f(1) =1; (ii) if a1, a2, --- is any at most countable 
sequence of elements of Y,, f(Wndn)= Val (an) and f(A an)= Af (an); 
(iii) f(a+)=f(a)+ for allae #,. An isomorphism of &, on Lz, is an in- 
jection which maps #, onto #,. If #,=L., isomorphisms are called 
automorphisms. The set of all automorphisms of a logic # is a group 
under composition; we denote it by Aut(£#). If #, and # are two logics, 
we say that Y, is a sublogic of £ if (i) Yc F and (ii) the identity map 
of #, into # is an injection. 
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Any Boolean o-algebra is a logic provided we define, for any element a, 
a+ to be the complement of a. These logics are of course not very interesting 
from the point of view of quantum mechanics. To obtain a more typical 
example, let us consider a Hilbert space # over the real, complex or 
quaternionic division rings. We denote by ¥(#) the collection of all 
closed linear manifolds of #. If we now define < to mean set inclusion, 
and | to mean the usual operation of orthogonal complementation in 
L(H), then it can easily be verified that #(#) is a logic. The isomorphism 
class of &(H#) depends only on the field D of definition of # and the 
dimension of #. A logic ¥ is said to be standard if it is isomorphic to 
the logic #(#) of a separable infinite dimensional Hilbert space over one 
of the three division rings R, C, or H. Modern quantum theory works with 
the assumption that the logic of any atomic system is, if not standard, at 
least a sublogic of a standard logic. We shall make a deep study of standard 
logics in Chapter IV. We shall also describe there a number of logics that 
are sublogics of standard logics, but are not standard themselves. 

We shall now proceed to derive a few simple consequences of the 
axioms defining a logic. 


Lemma 3.1. Let £ be a logic and a,,a,,...a sequence of elements of £. 
Ifbe Land b | a, for all n, thenb | \/n 4,. Moreover we have the identities: 
(Y an)" = iN ann, 

nh 


n 


(hat = You 


n 


(4) 


Finally, if a;<@g, C< do, and c_| ay, then ¢<ag—4ay. 


Proof. Since b<a,*, a,<b+ for all n. Hence \/,,a,<6+ or b<(\/,a,)+. 
This proves that 6 | \/, a,. We now prove the first equation of (4). For 
any 1, On, < \/,@,, 80 that (\V, @,)*<a,,'. Consequently, (\WVn @n)4+< Am On*- 
On the other hand, /A,4,><a,* for any n and hence a,<(/\m@m*)+. 
This leads to the relation \/n @,<(/\m@m")* oF (Am 4m") < (Wa G)*- This 
proves the first relation in (4). The second is obtained from the first by 
replacing a,, by a,* for all n and taking the orthogonal complements of the 
relation obtained. Finally, let a,<a2, c<az, and c_|a,. Write az=a, Vc. 
@3<@ and hence there is ade€ Y such that d_|a, and a; vd=ay. Since 
dja, and cla, a,|(cvd). Moreover, a, Vv(cVd)=a,. Hence cvd 
= @,* A dg, which proves that c<a,—4a,. 


Lemma 3.2. Let a, b, c be three elements of a logic such that ab and b<c. 
Then 


(5) av b)Ac=(adAc)v 8. 


Proof. Write d=(aAc) Vb and e=(avb) Ac. It is obvious that d<e. 
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Hence, by (ii) of (2), there exists an element g of Y such that d_|g, and 
dvg=e. Since a|b and the element g satisfies the relations g<avb, 
gb, it follows from the last statement of lemma 3.1 that g<a. Hence, as 
g<e<c, g<aAc<d. However, since g|d, g<d+ also. Therefore g=0. 
This proves that e=d v g=d. 


Corollary 3.3. Let b be a nonzero element of &. Then L{0,b] equipped with 
the orthocomplementation x—>a' defined above is a logic. 


Proof. We must verify (ii), (iii), (iv) of (1) and (ii) of (2). (ii), (iv) of (1) 
are obvious. We shall now prove (iii) of (1). Let «<b. Since 2’ | 2 and 
x’ | b',onehasz’ | xv bt, whilex’ v2 v 6+ =1. Thus, we may conclude that 
v’+=2Vvb'. But then 2”=2~ab=(2vb')vnb=a from (5). We come 
finally to (ii) of (2). Letx<y<b. As # isa logic, there is az €¢ Y such that 
z|a and zvVx=y. Since z<b, z=zAb so that z<a2’. This proves (2) in 
L£{0,b]. 


Remark. It might be observed that (5) is a special case of the usual 
modular law. We may therefore regard any logic weakly modular since 
the modular law (5) is valid, not for all @ and 6b, but only for a, 6 with 
a_|b. The standard logics are the only ones which have had any significant 
measure of success as a framework for the precise formulation and solution 
of quantum mechanical problems. Since these are not modular, it is too 
restrictive to demand in the definition of a logic that it be modular. This 
explains why we have rejected modularity as a property of a logic and 
also why at the same time we have inserted the very much weaker con- 
dition (ii) of (2) which leads to (5). On the other hand, if a logic is modular, 
and separable in a natural sense, then it follows from a general result of 
Kaplansky [1] that it is a continuous geometry in the sense of von Neumann. 
Whether the logic of any atomic system may be assumed to be an ortho- 
complemented continuous geometry is still somewhat of an open question. 
The point is that, unlike a standard logic, a continuous geometry does 
not have points; this circumstance makes the description of the states of 
the logic difficult. 


2. OBSERVABLES 


We shall introduce in this section the concept of an observable associ- 
ated with a logic. The formal definition is given in the next paragraph, 
but we shall first try to motivate the definition. Suppose that © is a 
physical system, £(S) its logic, and € a physical quantity or observable. 
Then in any experiment which an observer performs, the statements that 
can be made concerning € are of the type which asserts that the value of 
é lies in some set # of real numbers. It is natural and harmless to require 
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that the sets E be Borel. If we denote by 2(H#) the statement that the 
value of é lies in the Borel set H¢ R}, then one has a mapping 


x: H—>2x(E) 


of BR) into Y(S). We shall regard two observables as “‘identical”’ if 
and only if the corresponding mappings are the same. If f is a real valued 
Borel function of a real variable, then we mean by fo € the observable 
whose value is f(r) whenever é takes the value r; to this observable 
clearly corresponds the mapping E — x(f~1(£)) (cf. Chapter I, sections 2 
and 4). 

Motivated by these remarks we introduce the following definitions. Let 
£ be a logic. An observable associated with # is a mapping 


a: H>2x(E) 
of the c-algebra @( R1) of Borel sets of the real line into Y such that 


(i) 2(@) = 0, 2(R*) = 1, 
(6) (ii) iff, Fe@(R) and ENF =@, 2x(E) | 2(F), 
(iii) if #,, Hy,--- isa sequence of mutually disjoint Borel setsin R?, 


ae) Ey) - V 2(H,). 


We write © or O(£) for the set of all observables associated with Y. We 
remark that the properties (i) through (ili) are natural if we want to 
interpret x(#) as the statement that the value of the observable é lies in Z. 

If X is any set and # is an arbitrary o-algebra of subsets of X, then 
is obviously a logic provided we define < to be set inclusion and | to be 
set complementation. Theorem 1.4 asserts that the set of observables is 
in canonical one-one correspondence with the algebra of all real valued 
£-measurable functions on X; if 2(H — «(£)) is any observable, then the 
corresponding function f on X is the unique Y-measurable one such that 
f-3(£)=2(E) for all E € BR). 

Suppose that x is an observable and f a real valued Borel function of a 
real variable. Then 


(7) fou: H>a(f-?(B)) 
is also an observable. 


Lemma 3.4, Let # be a logic and x an observable associated with £&. Then 
for any sequence E,, E,,--- of Borel sets 


“(U B,) = V e(B,), 


(8) 
(= Axo 
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Suppose further that f, and f. are two real valued Borel functions of a real 
variable t. Let f; of, denote the function t > f,(fa(t)). Then 


(9) (fi ofa) ov = fio (foo). 


Proof. Since x(£,) | 2(R'—EH,) and x(#,)v2(R!—E,)=1, it follows 
that 2(k*—E,)=2(E,)+. Consequently, in view of the equation (4), the 
second equation in (8) will follow if we prove the first. To prove the first, 
we begin by observing that if A < B, then x(A) <2(B); in fact, 


2(B) = x(A) v x(B—A). 


This said, let H=|), H,. Then x(Z,) <2(E) for allnsothat \/, x(H,)<2(E). 
On the other hand, let F,=, and for n>1, let F,=£,—\);<, H;. The 
F,, are then mutually disjoint, F,,<#, and \_), F,=H. Therefore, 


This completes the proof of (8). Equation (9) is trivial. 

Let x be an observable associated with #. A real number ) is said to be 
a strict value of x if x({A}) 40. x is said to be discrete if there exists a count- 
able set C={c,, Co,-- +} of real numbers such that 2(C)=1. a is said to be 
constant if there exists a real number a such that x({a})=1; we shall 
then write =a. x is said to be bounded if there exists a compact set K 
such that #(K)=1. If we define o(x) by 
(10) a) — c 

C closed, x(C)=1 

then o(x) is a closed set called the spectrum of x. Since the topology of A* 
satisfies the second countability axiom, there exists a sequence of closed 
sets C,,C2,--- such that 2(C,)=1 for all nm and o(z)=(),C,. Since 
x(R1—C,)=0 for all n, 


z(R1—o(x)) = x(U Ue) 


which proves that «(o(z)) =1. o(x) is thus the smallest closed set C such that 
a(C)=1. The numbers A € o(x) are called the spectral values of x. A strict 
value is a spectral value but the converse is not true in general. x is 
bounded if and only if o(x) is a compact set. A € o(x) if and only if for any 
open set U containing A, x(U) 40. 

Since the defining axioms of a logic are somewhat weak, it is not reason- 
able to hope for any incisive description of the set of all observables 
associated with Y. In the next chapter we shall examine this question 
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for logics which are associated with Hilbert spaces. For the moment we 
confine ourselves to a remark on discrete observables. Suppose # is an 
arbitrary logic. Let x be a discrete observable and {c,, C2, - - -} the set of its 
strict values. Then 2({c,}) and «({c;}) are orthogonal whenever 147 and 


V x({c,}) = 1. 


i 
Conversely, let {c;};-p be an at most countably infinite set of distinct real 
numbers and {a;};-p a family of mutually orthogonal elements of # 
(with the same indexing set D) such that 


Noe 


teD 


Then there exists a unique discrete observable x associated with Y such 
that x({c,}) =a, for all7 €¢ D. In fact, we have only to define, for H «A(R*), 
aE) = \/ a, 

t:cyeE 
It is easy to verify that x is an observable. It is clear that x({c,}) =a, for 
all ie D and that x is discrete. The uniqueness of zx is obvious. 

Even though many interesting and important observables are discrete, 
there are quantum observables which are not discrete. The construction 
of observables which are not discrete is, however, quite complicated. We 
shall indicate how it can be done in the next chapter for logics which are 
associated with Hilbert spaces. If Y is an orthocomplemented geometry 
of finite dimension JN, then it is easy to see that every observable associated 
with # is discrete and has at most N values. Clearly, such logics are not 
suitable models to represent the experimentally verifiable propositions of 
complicated atomic systems. 


3. STATES 


If S is a classical mechanical system, the concept of a state of S is so 
defined (cf. Chapter I) that if S is in a state p, and é is any observable, 
then € has a value in p. This leads one to postulate that the states are 
points of the phase space and observables are real valued functions on it. 

In quantum theory this has been rejected as irreconcilable with the 
available experimental facts regarding the behavior of atomic systems 
when subjected to refined microscopic observations (cf. von Neumann 
[1], Heisenberg [1]). The modern approach to atomic physics is based on 
the principle that in a given state of the system, an observable has only a 
probability distribution of values and in general no sharply defined value; 
and no matter how carefully the state is prepared, there will be some observ- 
ables whose values are distributed according to probability distributions 
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having arbitrarily high variance. Accordingly, if S is in a state o, one can 
associate, with each observable zx, a probability distribution, say P.,’, on 
the line, which will be interpreted as the probability distribution of the 
values of x when the system is in the state a. If x is a discrete observable, and 
C1, Cg,-++ are its possible values, then P,° would have mass concentrated 
on the set {c,, ¢2,---}; the probability mass which is then assigned by 
P,° to the point c, will be the probability that an experiment on G, 
designed to yield an exact value of x, gives the value c,,, when G is in the 
state o. If f is any real valued function of a real variable t, then, for the 
observable fo x, we would have the equation: 


Prob{f oz = a, when G is in the state o} 
(11) = > P,v({c,}). 


nif(en) =a 
With these remarks serving as our motivation we proceed to the formal 
definitions. Let Y be any logic and @ the set of all observables of FY. A 
state function of # is a map 


(12) P:z->P, (xé 0) 


which assigns to each observable x € @ a probability distribution P, on 
&(R*) such that for any real valued Borel function f on R! and any 
observable x, 


(13) Pyol#) = P2(f-*(£)). 


Equation (13) has an interesting consequence. We claim first that if 0 
is the zero observable, then P, is the probability measure whose entire 
mass is concentrated at the origin. In fact, if g is the function identically 
zero, then g oc 0=0; since g-1(H)= FR! or © according as Oe £ or 0¢ E, we 
have, by (13), Po(#)= Po(g~}(Z)=1 or 0 according as 0c E or 0¢ E. We 
next observe that if x is any observable and £ is a Borel set such that 
2z(H#)=0, then P,(#) =0. In fact, if x(#)=0, then, for the function f whose 
value is 1 on EF and 0 on R!—£, it is obvious that y=f ow is the zero 
observable and hence P, is the measure concentrated at the origin. As 
ER={t: f(t)=1}, we have P,(#) = P,({1}) =0. In other words, 


(14) P,(E)=0 (EeEA&(R), «(E£) =0). 


(14) implies that if x is discrete, the mass of P,, is concentrated on the 
set of strict values of x. 

In turns out to be possible to construct all the state functions of @ 
in a particularly simple manner. In order to describe this construction 
we introduce, with Mackey [1], the notion of a question. An observable x 
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is said to be a question if 2({0,1})=1; a is then discrete. If a=2x({1}), it is 
clear that « is the only question such that x({1})=a. We shall call it the 
question associated with a and denote it by qq. 

Suppose now that x is an observable associated with the logic # and 
E any Borel set ¢ R?. If yz is the function which takes the value 1 on # 
and 0 on R}—E, then y,; © z is the question associated with x(#), i.e., 


(15) XE ° © = Yxcx- 


In fact, since y, takes only the values 0 and 1, it is clear that yz oz is 
discrete and (yz 0 x)({0,1})=1. yg oa is therefore a question, and, as H is 
the set where x, takes the value 1, 


(xe 0 «)({1}) = x(#). 


The description of all state functions can now be given in terms of the 
concept of a measure on &. A measure on # is a function 


(16) p:a—>p(a) (ae) 
such that 


(i) pis real valued and 0 < p(a) < 1 for allae Y, 


p(0) = 0, pl) = 1, 
(ili) if @,,a@2,--- 1S a sequence of mutually orthogonal elements of 
£ anda=\/,,4,, then p(a) =>, p(a,). 


Notice that if a,,a,¢£ and a,<dad,, then there exists, by (ii) of (2), 
be # such that a, |b and a,.=a,vb. Therefore, p(a,)+p(b)=p(a,). In 
particular, 


(18) P(A,) S paz) — (41 < a). 


The concept of a measure on # is a generalization of the well known 
concept when & is a Boolean o-algebra. However ¥ need not be distrib- 
utive and hence the structure of a measure on ¥ is much more complex 
than that of a measure on a Boolean o-algebra. 


Theorem 3.5. Let & be a logic and © the set of all observables associated 
with £. Let p be a measure on L. If we define, for any observable x € O and 
any Borel set Ec R}, 


(19) P(E) = p(x(E)), 
then P,? is a probability measure on BR) and 
(20) P?:2—>P,? 


as a state function of £. Conversely, if P(x > P,) is an arbitrary state 
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function of L, there exists one and only one measure p on L such that 
P,(£)=p(2(£)) for all x. 


Proof. Suppose that p is a measure on &. If Hy, H2,--- are mutually 
disjoint Borel sets of R! with union “ then a ), «(H.),--- are mutually 
orthogonal elements of # with 2(£)=\/, 2(£,,); moreover, 


= 3 Fe) 


Since P,?(R1)=p(1)=1, we see that P,? is a probability measure on 
&(R1). if f is a real valued Borel function of a real variable, then 


PPE) = p((f o x)(£)) 
= p(x(f~*(E))) 
> "ed es 


This proves that x —> P,,” is a state function of &. 

Conversely, let P(x —> P,) be a state function of 2. Ifae %, P,, isa 
probability distribution on the real line and as q, is a question, (14) 
ensures that P, ({0,1})=1. Define 


(21) pla) = Pq({1}). 


p(a—> p(a)) is clearly a well-defined, real valued function on Y and 
0<p(a) <1 for all a. We shall now prove that p is a measure on Y. Since 
Jo is the question with g({1})=0, it follows from (14) that P,,({1})= 
This proves that p(0)=0. Similarly, we prove that p(1)=1. Let {a,},., 
be a sequence of mutually orthogonal elements of # and let a=\/, ay. 
Let x be a discrete observable such that 2({0})=a+ and 2z({n})=a,, 
n=1,2,---. Let f, be the function on F* whose value is 1 for the point n 
and 0 otherwise. Then f, o x is the question g,, and we have, by (21) and 
(13), 


plan) = P,({n}). 


Since P, is a probability measure, it follows that 


> wla,) = PZ), 


where Z is the set {1, 2,---}. If f denotes the function whose value is 1 on 
Zand 0 on R'—Z, fox is the question g, and hence, exactly as before, 
p(a)=P,(Z), so that 


(22) P(a) =D, Plan) 
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p is thus a measure on Y. If x is any observable and E « &(R1), we have, 
on writing g for the function whose value is 1 on Z and 0 on &*—E, 


P(E) = Poox(t1}) 
= Sends)! 
= p(«(E)). 


Finally, equation (21) implies easily that p is unique. This completes the 
proof of the theorem. 


In view of the theorem we proved just now, it is natural to define a 
state of a logic to be a measure on &. The set of all states of # will be 
denoted by Y. If p(a— p(a)) is a state of # and a(H—>=2(E£)) any 
observable, HE -> p(x(£)) is a probability measure on A(R*). It is called 
the probability distribution of x in the state p and is denoted by P,”. 

Using the probability distribution P,”, we may define the concepts of 
moments of an observable. The (mean) expected value &(x| p) of an observ- 
able x in a state p is defined by 


oO 


(23) ée|p) = | aP2(, 


The variance of x in the state p is defined when &(2?| p) < 00; in this case, 
(24) var(z|p) = &(x?| p)—[é(2| p)/?. 


Clearly var(z|p)>0 and is =0 if and only if P,” is concentrated at the 
single point tp =&(x| p), and then it is natural to say that, in the state p, x 
has a sharply defined value, namely to. 


4. PURE STATES. SUPERPOSITION PRINCIPLE 


Let # be a logic and # the set of all states of ¥. If p,, po,-+- is a 


sequence of elements of ¥ and c,, c.,---+ is a sequence of constants such 
that c,>0 for n=1, 2,--- and c,+c,.+---=1, then the function 
p(a — p(a)) defined by 
(25) pa) = >, &nPa(t) 

n>1 


is easily verified to be a state of Y%. We shall write 


(26) P= > CyDp. 


n>1 
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SF is therefore a convex set. If x is any observable, it follows at once from 
(26) that 


(277) Po = yrs. 


n21 


The equation (27) may be given the following interpretation. Suppose 
that one knows that the state of a system is one of p,, po,--- with prob- 
abilities c,, ¢.,---, respectively. Then, for any bounded observable x, the 
expectation value of x is > 121 C,6(x|p,») which is equal to &(a|p). In 
other words, assuming that the system is in the state p is, statistically 
speaking, equivalent to assuming that its state is one of p,, po,-++ with 
respective probabilities c,,c,,---. It is customary to say that the state 
p is a classical superposition of the states p,(n>1). 

In view of the probability interpretation of (26) and (27), interest 
centers around states for which no representation of the form (26) is 
possible. A state p is said to be pure if the equation 


(28) p = cp,+(1—c)p, (Osc<l, pi, poe) 


implies that p=p,=p,. We write F for the set of all pure states of #. 
FP is the set of extreme points of the convex set FS. 

We may now introduce the notion of superposition. Let be a set of 
states and p, an arbitrary state. We say that po is a superposition of 
states in D if the following property is satisfied: 


(29) aceY, pia)=0 forall peD= pa) = 0. 


If p=c,p,+Copot+--- where c,, c.:--=0, and c,+ce,+---=1, then pisa 
superposition of the states in the set {p,, p2,-- -}. As we shall presently see, 
if Y is a Boolean o-algebra, this is, roughly speaking, the only kind of 
superposition possible, in particular, no pure state can be a superposition 
of other pure states distinct from it. This is in contradistinction to quantum 
mechanics, where the structure of #, namely the fact that it is standard, 
forces the concept of superposition to be nontrivial even among pure states. 


Theorem 3.6. Let & be a Boolean o-algebra of subsets of a space X such 
that (i) LY is separable (cf. Chapter I) and (ii) {a} € # for alla ce X. For any 
ae X let 6, be the state defined by 
1 if aeA 
0 if a¢A 
Then {8, :a€ X} is precisely the set of all pure states of #. If Drs any set 


of pure states, and py an arbitrary pure state, po is a superposition of states 
of D if and only tf po € Z. 


(30) 8,(A) = { 
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Proof. Let {A,, Az,---} generate Y. That 4, is pure is trivially verified. 
Suppose that p is a pure state. If for some Ay € Y, 0< p(A,) <1, then, on 
putting 

p,(A) = (p(Ao))*p(A 1 Ao); 
pA) = (1—p(Ao))-*p(A 1 (X— Ao)), 
we would obtain the decomposition 
Pp = P(Ao)- Py +(1—p(Ao)) Ba; 
D1 # Po as p;(A,)=1 and p,(A,)=0. This is not possible as p is pure by 
assumption. Therefore we may conclude for any A € #, that p(A)=0 or 1. 


By replacing A, by X — A, if necessary, we may assume that p(A,)=1 for 
all n, where {A,, Az,---} generates #. Let 


B= e,. 


Then p(B)=1. In particular, B is nonempty. We assert that B cannot 
contain more than a single point. In fact, the collection of all sets Ce Y 
with the property that either BCC or BOC=4Q, is a o-algebra which 
contains all the A,. Hence it coincides with &. Therefore, as {x} e 2, 
this is possible only if B={a} for some a € X. But then p=64,. Finally, let 
Po be a superposition of the states of Y where each element of J is pure. 
If po=5,,, but po ¢ Z, then p({ao})=0 for all peF but pol({ao})=1; a 
contradiction. The theorem is completely proved. 

Let ¥ be an arbitrary logic and F the set of all pure states of Y. For 
any subset SC Y, we write S for the set of all p ¢ A such that p is a super- 
position of the states of S. Let us now consider .4@, the collection of all 
Sc with the property that S=S. Under set inclusion, W becomes a 
partially ordered set. If & satisfies the assumptions of theorem 3.6 for 
example, then .@ is the class of all subsets of F and is therefore a Boolean 
algebra. However, in the case of more complex £, -@ is not a Boolean 
algebra. In general, the geometric structure of M seems somewhat hard 
to determine. For the so-called standard logics to be introduced in the next 
chapter, this can be done and it becomes possible to determine the 
structure of “@ completely. For standard &, @ then becomes isomorphic 
to #. It is this fact which confers on the set of pure states of a standard 
logic a geometric structure characteristic of quantum theory. In the 
physical literature (cf. Dirac [1]) this is elevated to a physical principle, 
the so-called superposition principle. From our point of view, the geometry 
of pure states will appear as a consequence of the structure of the logic Y. 


5. SIMULTANEOUS OBSERVABILITY 


One of the features which sets apart quantum mechanics from classical 
mechanics is the existence of observables whose values cannot always be 
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simultaneously measured. We shall now introduce this idea formally. We 
begin with the elements of Y themselves. Let a, b ¢ Y. We shall say that 
a and 6 are simultaneously verifiable, a <> b in symbols, if there are elements 
a,, b,, and ce ¥ such that 


(i) a,, 6;, and c are mutually orthogonal, 


te (i) @a=a, Ve, b=b, ve. 


If x and y are two observables, they are said to be simultaneously observable 
if for any two Borel subsets E and F of R&}, 2(£)< y(F); we shall write 
x<»y. If A and B are two subsets of Y, we write A <> B whena~< b for 
allae A and be B. 

The analysis of these concepts depends on a study of Boolean sub- 
algebras of #. A subset YC is a Boolean subalgebra of ¥ if it is (a) a 
sublogic of & and (b) a Boolean algebra, i.e., if 


(i) 0, le &, 

(ii) ifa, be SH, thena v b,a A b, andate XH, 

(ili) if a, b, cE AW, then 
aN(bvc)=(aa b)V (anc), 
av (bAc)=(av b) A (av oc). 


wf is said to be a Boolean sub-c-algebra of £ if it is a Boolean subalge- 
bra, and if, for any countable sequence @,, d2,--- €.H%, \/,a,€ 8 and 
An@n€%- 


Lemma 3.7. Leta, be £, £ being any logic. Then the following statements 
are equivalent: 


(a) acob, 

(b) a—(a A b) | 8, 

(c) b-(a A 6) La, 

(d) there exists an observable x and two Borel sets A and B of the real 
line such that x(A)=a and x(B)=6, 

(e) there exists a Boolean subalgebra of £ containing a and b. 


(32) 


Proof. Suppose a <> b. We may then write a=a, vc, b=b, Vc, where 
a,, 6,, and c are mutually orthogonal. Clearly c<a Ab. Hence there is a 
d such that c|d and cvd=aab. Since d|c and d<a, d<a—c=a, 
(lemma 6.1). Similarly, d<6,. Hence d<a,Ab,=0. Therefore c=aAb. 
Hence a, =a—(aAb). But a, | c and a, | b, so that 


a, =a—(a A 6) | bd, Ve=b. 


This proves that (a) > (b). By symmetry, (a) > (c). If a—(aA 6b) 6, then, 
on writing a,=a—(aAb), b,=b-—(aAb) and c=aAb, we find that 
a=a,Vcand b=b, ve. Since a, |b, we have a, | 6, and a, | ¢, while, by 
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definition, 6, | c. Therefore a <> 6, proving that (b) > (a). (a), (b) and (c) 
have thus been proved equivalent. We shall complete the proof by showing 
(a) => (d) > (e) > (a). If a=a, Ve, b=b, Ve, where a, 5, and c are 
mutually orthogonal, we write d=a, vb, vc and define z to be the discrete 
observable such that 2({0})=a,, x({1})=b,, x({2})=c and 2x({3})=d+. 
Then 2({0,2})=a, x({1,2})=b. This proves that (a) = (d). Suppose that 
(d) is satisfied. Then 2(A—A 1A B)=a—aAb, 2x(B—AO B)=b—anbd. 
Writing a, =a—aAb, a,=aNb, ag=b—anb, a,=(av b)+, we see that the 
a, are mutually orthogonal and a, V a, V a3 Va4=1. If is the collection 
of elements which are the lattice sums 


a, V a Vers V a, (6 < 4,1 = 4S ig <->: <= tes), 


then it is easy to verify that ./ is a Boolean subalgebra of &. Since 
a, be &, we see that (d) = (e). Finally, let (e) be satisfied, and let be 
a Boolean subalgebra of # containing a and b. Clearly [a—(aAb)]} Ab=0. 
But, as a—(a Ab), 6 and b! are in the Boolean algebra 7, 


a—(a A b) = {(a—(a A 5)) A BS V Y(a—(@ A B)) A 5+} 
= {a—(arb)} A bt 
< bt, 


showing that a—(aAb) |b. This shows that (e) > (b) and hence that 
(e) = (a). 


Corollary 3.8. If a<b, the elements a,, b,, and c of (31) are uniquely 
determined. In fact, c=aAb, a,=a—adb, and b,=b—anb. 


Lemma 3.7 shows that in the presence of simultaneous verifiability of 
two elements of #, one can operate with the statements corresponding to 
these elements as if they were classical. We shall now take up the question 
of generalizing this fact to observables. Our aim is to prove that simul- 
taneous observability is essentially a characteristic of classical systems. We 
shall deduce, as a corollary, that, if x, y, z,--- are observables, associated 
with a logic, they are mutually simultaneously observable if and only if 
they are all functions of a single observable. This was first proved by von 
Neumann (cf. [1]) when the logic in question was a standard one. For a 
general logic, it was proved by Varadarajan [1]. 


Theorem 3.9. ¢ Let & be any logic and {x,},-p a family of observables. 
Suppose that x,<»x,, for all », ’e D. Then, there exists a space X, a 


} The definition of a logic given in Varadarajan [1] does not require it to be a 
lattice. It was pointed out to us by Dr. S. P. Gudder [1] that theorem 3.9 does not 
remain valid for these more general classes of partially ordered sets considered in 
our paper [1]. 
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a-algebra B of subsets of X, real valued B-measurable functions g, on 
X(A € D), and a a-homomorphism 7 of B into L such that 


(33) 7(g,~*(H)) = 2,(2) 


for all Xe Dand E € BR). Suppose further that either L is separable in 
the sense that every Boolean sub-c-algebra of L is separable, or that D is 


countable. Then there exists an observable x and real valued Borel functions 
f, of a real variable such that for all X € D, 


(34) y= th on. 


The proof of this theorem (cf. Varadarajan [1]) depends on a series of 
lemmas. ¥ is a fixed logic in these lemmas. 


Lemma 3.10. Let 6, a,, a2,--- be elements of . If b <a, for all n, then 
b<a,1, 
(35) b<> V a,, 
be A ay. 
Moreover, we then have the distributivity laws 
BA (V 4) =) (e eae), 
n nr 
bv (A 4x) = /\ (0 V ay). 
n n 
Proof. We use the criteria of (32). It follows from the equivalence of 
(a) and (d) of (32) that if c <> d, then any two of the four elements c, c+, 
d, d+ are simultaneously verifiable. This proves the first of the three 
relations of (35). Now, we come to the proof of the rest of (35). Write 


a=\/,4%,. Since bAa,<bAa, b—(bAa)<b—(bAa,) for all m. As 
b <>» a,, for all m, it follows from (c) of (32) that 


(36) 


b—(b A a) < b—(b A ay) < at. 


Hence b—(b Aa) < Am m+ =a* which proves that b <> a. Changing all the 
a,, into a,! we deduce from the relation b <> \/, a, that b> An Gy. Next 
we come to (36). Once again it is enough to prove only the first of the two 
relations. Clearly \/, (bA@,)<bAa, where a=\/,a,. Let d<bAa be 
such that d| \/, (bAa,) and (\/, (bAa,)) vd=b Aa. Since d_ |b Aa, and 
d<b, we deduce from the relation b<> a, that d<b—(bAa,) (by lemma 
6.1) and hence, as b<>a,, we conclude that d _|.a,, from (c) of (32). Since 
this is true for all n, d|a. As d<a, this means d=0, proving the first 
equation of (36). 

Consider the collection M of sublogics of #, partially ordered by in- 
clusion. If {f,},¢4 is any family of sublogics of #, it is obvious that 
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Qa £z is also a sublogic of Y. From this it follows that if {Pave, isteny 
family of sublogics of ¥, there exists a smallest sublogic containing all the 
L£,,. We denote it by \/, Ly. M is thus a complete lattice. If each L, is a 
Boolean subalgebra of Y, it is however not true in general that \/, Hy 
is a Boolean subalgebra. We shall now prove that this is so if and only if 
the relations Y, <> £,, are satisfied for all «, «’ € A. We begin by con- 
sidering the case when there are only two Boolean subalgebras involved. 


Lemma 3.11. Let 2, and &, be two Boolean subalgebras of &. Then 
BR, B, if and only if 2, Vv BZ, is a Boolean subalgebra of L#. 


Proof. Suppose that #,v&, is a Boolean subalgebra of &. Then 
2, B&, in view of (e) of (32). We shall now prove the converse. We shall 
first consider the case when the Boolean subalgebras are finite. Let F, 
(t=1, 2) be finite Boolean subalgebras of & such that F,<>F,. Then, 
their Stone spaces (cf. Chapter I) are finite and hence there are elements 
@;,++-,a,E€F, and b,,--+,b,€ FA, such that (i) a,|a,, 140’, b; | by, 
JAI; (li) a, VagV --- Va,=6b,Vb.V --+- Vb,=1; (iii) F, is the collection of 
all lattice sums a, Va, V+-- Va, (L<t,<St2<--+<%,<7r) and Fy, is the 
collection of all lattice sums 6,, v b;, V---V 6, (1 Sji S jo S°:'S 
jJq < 8). Write 


(37) Cy = a, A Ob, (@ = 1,2,---,7, oa, 2, cee 


Obviously c¢;,; | ¢,; unless 1=2' and j=)’. Since a, <> 0, for all ¢ and j, 
we infer from (36) that 


V Oy = a, 


(38) oo 
V oy =.b, 
4=1 
Consequently, 
(39) V VV Cy = I. 
Basil gen 


If FA denotes the collection of all lattice sums of the c,;, then F is a 
Boolean subalgebra of ¥Y and (38) implies that ¥,¢F for i=l, 2. The 
formulas (37) show that if #’ is any sublogic of Y containing both F, 
and F¥,, then ACF’. Clearly, therefore, F=F,vF,. Note that 
F,\V Fz is also finite. 

Let &, (1=1, 2) be Boolean subalgebras of Y such that #, > Bp. Let 
& be defined by 


(40) R= VU(Ai Vv F2), 


where the union is over all pairs (F,,F,.) of finite Boolean subalgebras 
of # such that F¥,;c&,, i=1, 2. We assert that & is a Boolean subalgebra 
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of # containing #, and &,. If ae &, then it is obvious that a+ eZ. 
Clearly, 0, 1 e 2. Suppose now that a, b ec &. Then there are finite Boolean 
subalgebras F,, Fy’, Fo, F2' of L such that F,, F,' are CB, Fo, F, 
are C2,, a€F,VF>, and be F,'vF,'. Since F, and F,' are con- 
tained in the Boolean algebra #,, F,<» F,’ and hence F,v F,' =F," 
is finite and contained in &,. Similarly, F,v F,'=F," is finite and 
contained in &,. As 2, <> By, FF," F,". Therefore ¥," VF," is a 
finite Boolean subalgebra of Y contained in Z&. Let us write F=F," V F,". 
As ¥,, F,', Fz, and F,' are contained in F, it follows that F, VV F,oF 
and F,'V F,'cF. Thus, a,be F¥. Therefore avb and ab are in F. 
This proves that av b and aA b are in &. 

We shall next establish the distributivity laws. Let @,, a2, a3 be three 
elements of @ and (for j=1, 2,3) let a,e FY VF, where F™ is a 
finite Boolean subalgebra of # contained in &,, (j=1, 2, 3, k=1, 2). Since 
FWMCRA,, for all j, \/7., F$” is a finite Boolean subalgebra of &,. Let it 
be denoted by ¥™. Obviously FY <> F™, and hence F=F™ vy F™ is 
a finite Boolean subalgebra of #. Since F§CF¥ for all j and &, 
FY y FCF for all j so that a,¢F for all j. As F is a Boolean sub- 
algebra of #, we have: 


a, A (aq V G3) = (A, A Gg) V (a; A Qs), 
a, V (dq A G3) = (A V ag) A (A, V Qs). 


This proves that Z is a Boolean subalgebra of #. 

We observe finally that #, and &, are contained in &. If ac Z,, we 
have a€. F,V Fz, where F,={0,a,a',1} and F,={0,1}. Hence Z,c&. 
Similarly, 2,.c¢2%. #2,vB, is thus a Boolean subalgebra of %. The 
lemma is completely proved. 


Corollary 3.12. If & is defined by (40), then R=A2,V Ay. If © is any 
subset of £ such that € <> &,,, k=1, 2, then 6 > BV Bz. 


Proof. If F,, is a finite Boolean subalgebra of &,, (k=1, 2) and if @’ is 
a sublogic of Y which contains both #, and &,, F,vF,2cR’. Hence 
RCZR'. This shows that #, Vv #, coincides with Z. To prove the second 
assertion, let ce @. Let F,¢&,, be finite Boolean subalgebras of #. 
From (37) and (35) we may conclude that c<> F¥,V F,. Equation (40) 
shows then that c <> &. This proves that 4 Z, v&,. 


Corollary 3.13. Let 2, (t=1, 2,---, s) be Boolean subalgebras of L such 
that 2,<> B; for all 1,j7=1,2,---, 8. Then \/3.,&, is a Boolean sub- 
algebra of &. If € is any subset of L such that € <> &, for alli=1, 2,---, 8, 
then © <> \/i21 &:. 


Proof. The assertions are proved by induction on s. For s=2, they 
follow from lemma 3.11 and corollary 3.12. Assume now that they are 
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valid for all s<s, and let s=s,+1. Since &,<>&, for all 1,j<s8 +1, 
R=\/%, R, is a Boolean subalgebra of # and Z,, .1 <> & by the induc- 
tion hypothesis. Hence, &,, ., VZ is a Boolean subalgebra of #. Suppose 
now that c is an element of Y such that c<> &,, i<8)+1. Then, by the 
induction hypothesis, c+ Z. Hence we conclude from corollary 3.12 that 
c<> \/30*) &,. This completes the induction and the proof of the corollary. 


Lemma 3.14. Let {#,},<p be a family of Boolean subalgebras of £ such 
that 2, <>» @,., for all », X’ ¢ D. Then there exists a Boolean subalgebra 2 
of £ such that 2, cZ for all Xe D. 


Proof. Let F be a finite subset of D. By corollary 3.13, yer A, is a 
Boolean subalgebra of #. Let us write 


(41) ne AF) = Ve 
Obviously, A(F)cA(F’) if FCF’. Define Z by 
(42) = Nea Ge), 
FCD 
F finite 


Obviously, #,< for all Xe D. We shall now complete the proof by 
showing that & is a Boolean subalgebra of &. It is enough to prove that 
any finite subset of # is contained in a Boolean subalgebra of # contained 
in &. If a,,ag,-+-,a, are elements of # there are finite subsets Fj, 
F.,--+-, F, of D such that a,¢ &(F;). If F=), F;, then a,¢ &(F) for all 
1. This proves that Z is a Boolean subalgebra of #. 


Corollary 3.15. Let {2,},-p be a family of Boolean sub-c-algebras of £ 
such that 2, <> &,' for all », ’ € D. Then, there exists a Boolean sub-o- 
algebra # of £ such that 2, cZ for all Xe D. 


Proof. By lemma 3.14 there are Boolean subalgebras #’ such that 
2 CH for all A. By Zorn’s lemma we can choose a maximal such, say &. 
We claim that # is a Boolean o-algebra. It is enough to prove that if 
@, M,-++ is a sequence of elements of Z, then a=\/,,a,, is also in &. 
Since a,, € #, b <> a,, for allb e Z. Hence a <> Z by (35). If H={0,a,a+,1} 
then ¥ is a Boolean subalgebra of Y and #<>A. Hence VVA is a 
Boolean subalgebra of Y containing &. Since # is maximal, J v#A=A. 
Therefore ae &. 

For any observable x associated with Y we write 


(43) R(x) = {x(F) : He BR}. 
We shall call &(x) the range of x. 


Lemma 3.16. Let 2 be a Boolean sub-c-algebra of £. Then, in order that 


R=A\(x) for some observable x, it is necessary and sufficient that B be 
separable. 
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Proof. If Z=A(x) and Y={x(E): EF an open interval with rational 
end points}, then J is a countable subset of Z and & is the smallest sub-c- 
algebra of itself containing Y. Z is thus separable. Conversely, let Z be a 
separable Boolean sub-o-algebra of Y. By theorem 1.3, there exists a 
space X, a o-algebra & of subsets of X, and a c-homomorphism h of B 
onto &. Let {A,, Ag, ---} be a sequence of subsets of X such that A, ¢@ 
for all n and {h(A,) : n=1, 2,---} generates Z. Let B, be the sub-c- 
algebra of # generated by {A, : n=1,2,:--}. By theorem 1.6(i), there 
exists a o-homomorphism u of @(R+) onto Bp. Define x by 


(44) x(#) = h(u(£)) (Ee &R')). 


It is obvious that x is an observable and #=&(z). 

Now to the proof of theorem 3.9. Suppose that x is an observable and 
x,=f,°0x (AED), where each f, is a real Borel function on R. Then 
B(x.) cA(x) and hence &(x,) <> &(ax,.) for all A, A’ e D. This proves that 
2, «+ 2,, for all A, A’ e D. Conversely, suppose that {x,} is a family of 
observables and that x,<+x,, for all A, \°eD. By corollary 3.15, there 
exists a Boolean sub-o-algebra # of & such that A(x.) cH’ for all A. 
By theorem 1.3, there exists a space X, a o-algebra & of subsets of X, 
and a o-homomorphism 7 of # onto &’. It is now clear that for each 
Aé D, there exists, by theorem 1.4, a real valued @-measurable function 
g, on X such that, for all H ce A(R), 


“,(#) = r[g,~*(Z)] (Ae D). 


This proves the equation (33). For proving (34) let # be the smallest 
sub-o-algebra of @’ containing all the B(x,). If H is separable, so is Z. 
On the other hand, if D is countable, and Y, is a countable set generating 
R(x), J, B, is a countable set generating Z. Hence & is separable in 
either case. By lemma 3.16 there exists an observable x such that B(x) =A. 
As &(x,)& A(x), we conclude from theorem 1.6(ii) that there exists a real 
Borel function f, of a real variable such that x,=f,oz. This proves (34) 
and completes the proof of the entire theorem. 


Remark. It is obvious that if the x, satisfy either (33) or (34), 7, <> x,. 
for all A, A’e D. Theorem 3.9 therefore tells us that the classical logics are 
precisely those for which any two observables are simultaneously observ- 
able. As soon as ¥ is not a Boolean algebra, it follows that the properties 
of a physical system which are embodied in the logic # have too complex 
a structure to be exhausted by a single set of simultaneously observable 
quantities. In general, when certain propositions are experimentally 
verified, certain others cannot be so at the same time. 
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6. FUNCTIONS OF SEVERAL OBSERVABLES 


The characterization given in theorem 3.9 of simultaneous observ- 
ability enables us to construct a calculus of functions of several observables 
which are mutually simultaneously observable. 


Theorem 3.17. Let Y be any logic and x1, Xo, +--+, %, observables such that 
x,<+ x, for all i, j. Then there exists one and only one o-homomorphism + 
of BR") into L such that for all E ¢ BR) and all i=1, 2,---, n, 


(45) u(H) = 1(7,~*(£)), 


where 7; 1s the projection (ty, to,--++,t,) >t, of R" on Ri. If g ts any real 
valued Borel function on R”, 


(46) Gee (x1, Bo, * 5 Ln) ol r(g~ *(B)) 

is an observable. If 91, 92,-++, 9, are real valued Borel functions on R” and 
Y,=9;° (X14, +++, Ln), then yy,+-+, Y, are simultaneously observable, and for 
any real valued Borel function h on R*, 

(47) ho (Yrs ++, Yu) = (A915 +++ Pe)) o (Lis +++, Tn) 

where h(g1,°-+; 9) 18 the function 


t = (b,,+-++, t,) > A(gi(t), --+, 9,(t)). 


Proof. By theorem 3.9, there exists an observable x and real valued 
Borel functions f,,---, f, of a real variable such that x,=f, 0° for all 7. 
Let the Borel map f of R* into R” be defined by 


f:t— (f.(), 7s *sIn(t)). 
If we define, for M € & R"), 


(48) 7(M) = 2(f-*(M)), 


then 7 is a c-homomorphism of A(R") into FY which satisfies (45). If + 
and 7’ are two o-homomorphisms of #(R") into ¥ satisfying (45), then 


whenever M is of the form E, x E,x --- x £,, the HE, being Borel subsets 
of R*. Since the class of such sets generates @(R"), it follows that r=7’. 
The fact that go (a,,---,2z,) is an observable is trivial. Note that its 
range is contained in the range # of 7 which is a Boolean sub-o-algebra 
of. 
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Suppose now that y;=g;  (z,,--+, @,). Then the range of y; is contained 
in & and hence y,,---, y, are simultaneously observable. Let g be the 
map t — (g,(t),---, 9,(t)) of R" into R*. Then 


vy: M— r(g-*(M)) 
is a o-homomorphism of @(R*) into Y such that 
ym" *(E)) = (9,7 (2) = y(B), 
m, being the map (sj, 82, ---, &,) > 8, of R* on R! (i=1, 2,---, k), Therefore 
we conclude from the uniqueness of the map 7 in (45) that, for 
u=he (Y1, Yar **s Yi)» 
u(L) = y(h-“E)) (He BR’). 
But y(h-+(£))=7(g-1(h-1(£))), so that we may conclude that 
ho (Yss+ +s Yr) = (M915 ++ +s Je)) © (Las ++ +s Bn). 
This proves the theorem. 


Theorem 3.17 enables us to define the joint distributions of 2, ...,%p. 
Let p(a — p(a)) be a state of Y and 2,,---, 2, observables such that 
x,«> x; for all 7, 7. We may then clearly define the probability measure 
pe wee ona) by 


(49) Poy tn(M) = p(r(M)). 

P?.,,-,a, 18 called the joint probability distribution of (x,,---,%,) in the 
state p. It follows easily from (47) that for Borel Mc R*, 

(50) geen ed!) = ce Nee (Le) 


where g is the map 
t= (t;, Sa tn) ae (9:(t), ges) 9.(t)). 


We see from (50) that the rules for the calculation of the joint probability 
distributions are the standard ones of probability theory. 


7. THE CENTER OF A LOGIC 


We begin by recalling the discussion of Chapter II in which we singled 
out the geometries among the modular lattices of finite rank by demanding 
that their centers be trivial. We shall now do the same for logics. The 
irreducible logics would then have properties very far removed from those 
of Boolean algebras and would consequently serve as plausible models for 
the logics of atomic systems. 
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Let Y be any logic. We define the center of Y to be the set @, where 
(51) € ={a:acL, arb, forallbe Z}. 


€ is nonempty since 0 and 1 are in @. The elements of @ are thus simul- 
taneously verifiable with every element of #. If x is any observable with 
Rx), then for any observable y, x<+y. Such observables x are 
called central. £ is said to be irreducible if @ = {0,1}. Clearly, # is irreducible 
if and only if the only central observables are the constants. 


Theorem 3.18. Let & be any logic and @ its center. Then © is a Boolean 
sub-c-algebra of £. 


Proof. The equations (35) and (36) reveal immediately that @ is a 
Boolean subalgebra of #. If a,,---,a@,,--+ 1s a sequence of elements in 
@, then b<>a, for allr(b ec Y) and so \/, a, b by (35). Hence \/, a, € 
also. This proves that @ is a Boolean sub-o-algebra of 2. 

Since the Boolean o-algebras are relatively familiar, one may ask 
whether there is a decomposition of “ over @ analogous to that for 
modular lattices of finite rank. There is no difficulty in doing this when 
€ is discrete, i.c., when there exists an at most denumerable set {a,},<p 
of mutually orthogonal elements of @ such that (i) \V,a,=1; (ii) @ 
consists precisely of all the lattice sums \/,-z @,, where Z is an arbitrary 
subset of D. The a, are called the atoms of @. If @ is not discrete, then 
such decompositions seem much more difficult to obtain. 

On the other hand, let us define @ to be continuous if, given any ce @ 
which is nonzero, there exists a nonzero c, €@ such that c,<c, c, ce. 
We shall prove that when @ is continuous and separable, Y does not 
have any pure states. 


Theorem 3.19. Let # be any logic and let @ be its center. Let P be the set of 
pure states of £. Suppose that @ is discrete and that {a, : n € D} is the family 
of atoms of @. Then for each née D, £[0,a,)=L£,, ts an irreducible logic. 
If p is a pure state of £,, and we define p~ on & by 


(52) p-(a)=piara,) (ae), 
then p~ 1s a pure state of L. If 


(53) FP, ={p~ : pa pure state of £,}, 
then the {f,, : n € D} are disjoint subsets of P and 
(54) 7 =e 

neD 


If © 1s continuous and separable, P is empty, i.e., L has no pure states. 
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Proof. We have already noted that for any n, ¥[0,a,)=f,, is a logic 
(corollary 3.3). We prove that Y,, is irreducible. In fact, let c<a, be such 
that c<> &,,. Clearly, c<> a for all a<a,. On the other hand, as a, €@, 
a,«>b for any be LY, so that b=(bAa,)v(bAa,") (cf. (36)). Now 
c<+b Aa, as bAa, <a, while c<>+bAa,* since c|bAa,*. Therefore (35) 
enables us to conclude that c<> b. This shows that ce @ and hence that 
c=0 or c=a,. This proves the irreducibility of Y,,. 

Suppose next that p is a pure state of Y,. Equation (52) defines p~ as 
a function on Y. From the equations (35) and (36) it follows that p~ is a 
state of #. We claim that p~ is a pure state of #. Suppose that p~ =cp,+ 
(1—c)po, where 0<c<1 and py, pz, are states of ¥. Since p~(a,*)=0, 


Pi(Gn*) a Po(Gn*) = 0. 
Hence p,(a@,)=p2(a,)=1, and hence the restrictions of p, and p. to F, 
are states of &,. Since p is a pure state of Y,, it follows that 


p(a) = p(@) = p2(a) 
for all a<a,. But then for any be ¥, we see that p~(b)=p,(b)=p.(d) 
since, by (36), b=(bAa,)V(bAa,") and p~, 1, p2 vanish for bAa,. 
p~ is thus a pure state of Y. If m,ne D and m4n, A, AF, = ©, for, 
if ge F,, and q’ € F,, q(a,)=1 while g'(a,,)=90. 

We show now that each element of F lies in some F,. Suppose that p 
is a pure state of &. We claim that p(a,)=1 for some ne D. Otherwise 
there will be some me D such that 0<p(a,,)<1. Define g, and gq. on 
by 
q1(4) = (P(Am))“*p(a A On); 
g2(a) = (1— plan)“ pla A ay). 

Since a,,€@, it can be easily verified using (35) and (36) that q, and q2 
are states of #. Since q,(a,,)=1, and q.(a,,)=9, 9: # Go. AS 


P = Pm) 91 + (1 ~ P(Om)) * Yas 
p is not pure, a contradiction. Therefore p(a,)=1 for some ne D. The 
argument given in the previous paragraph can now be repeated to enable 
us to conclude that the restriction of p to #,, say q, is a pure state of 
£,, and that p=q~. This proves that pe F, and completes the proof 
of (54). 

We now come to the proof of the last assertion. Assume that @ is 
continuous and separable. Suppose that p is a state of &. We assert 
first that for some c € @, 0< p(c) <1. If this is not true, then p(c)=0 or 1 
for each ce @. Since @ is separable, there exists a countable set 


BD = {ey, Ca, -+ +} 
such that G generates @. Since p(c,)=0 or 1, we may, by replacing c, by 


(55) 
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c,+ if necessary, assume that p(c,)=1 for all n. Let co=/\n Cn. Clearly, 
(co) =1. In particular, cy #0. We assert that cy is an atom of @. In fact, 
the subset of all elements c in @ such that either ¢ | cy or ¢> Co, is a sub-o- 
algebra of ¢ containing all the c, and so coincides with @; this shows that 
if a<c, and ae@, then a=0 or a=Co. This contradicts the assumption 
that @ is continuous. Consequently, our assumption that p is two-valued 
on @ is untenable. Let then d € ¢ be such that 0< p(d)<1. Define g, and 
dg on £ by 


qi(a) = (p(d))-1p(a Ad), — qa(a) = (1—p(d))“*p(a A a’). 
Then p= p(d)q, +(1—p(d))g2 and p is not pure. The proof of the theorem 
is complete. 


We shall end this section with a few remarks of a general nature regard- 
ing the Heisenberg uncertainty principle. We must point out that a 
considerable part of its meaning is physical and we do not go into this 
here (cf. the discussions of von Neumann [1] and Heisenberg [1]). We 
shall be concerned only with mathematical formulations. 

Suppose that S is a quantum mechanical system and Y= L(G) its 
logic. For any observable x associated with ¥ and any state p of #, we 
write o,*(x) for the variance of x in the state p (defined only when 
& (x?| p) < 00): 


(56) op (x) = &(2?| p)—(E(2| p))?. 


If o,(x)=0, then the probability distribution of x in the state p is con- 
centrated at the point &(2|p). x has then a sharply defined value in the 
state p. One might ask the question whether there are states in which 
every observable has, if not a sharply defined value, at least a small variance. 
The Heisenberg principle of uncertainty asserts that even this is not 
possible. Roughly speaking, it asserts that in any state, no matter how 
prepared, there are observables whose distributions have large variances. 
Notice that this is not possible if the logic is a Boolean o-algebra of subsets 
of a space. In fact, let Y be the o-algebra of subsets of a set X. Then, for 
any observable with corresponding function f, the observable has a sharply 
defined value f(x.) whenever the state p is a measure concentrated in a 
point x) of X. On the other hand, let us assume that © is the physical 
system of some atomic particle and that x and y are the position and 
momentum observables along some direction in space. If we assume that 
the logic @ of © is the standard logic associated with the complex 
number field, then 


(57) o,(x)o,(y¥) = 3h, 


where # is Planck’s constant divided by 2m (cf. H. Weyl [1] pp. 77 and 
393-394 for a rigorous derivation). From (57) it follows quite simply that 
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in any state in which the distribution of x has small variance (i.e., x is 
““‘localized”’), the distribution of y has very large variance. It is obvious 
that this is a property of the structure of the logic Y of G. 


8. AUTOMORPHISMS 


Let # be a logic, 0 the set of observables of Y, and FY the set of all 
states of #. The set of all automorphisms of Y forms a group in a natural 
fashion, denoted by Aut(#). We shall now introduce the notion of an 
automorphism of Y. By a convex automorphism of S we mean a map 


(58) pop (pe7) 
such that 


(i) & is one-one and maps ¥ onto itself, 
(ii) ifc,,c,--- arenumbers >0 with >, c,=1, and p,, po,--- ES, 


(> CnPn). = 2 Cy Dné. 


From (ii) of (59) it follows at once that convex automorphisms of Y send 
pure states of ¥ into pure states of & and that the correspondences 
induced in the set of pure states are one-one and onto. 

ie 


(60) a:a—>a* (ae F) 


(59) 


is an automorphism of ¥ and if, for pe SY we define p* by 


(61) pra) = pla"), 


then p — p* is a convex automorphism of Y. We shall call it the automor- 
phism induced by «. The set of all convex automorphisms of ¥ also forms a 
group denoted by Aut(S). 

Let & be a o-algebra of subsets of a space X, and let 


t : 2 —> t(x) (x € X) 


be any one-one map of X onto itself such that for any set ACX, Ac # 
if and only if ¢-1(A) e Y. When X and & satisfy some technical regularity 
conditions, it can be shown that every sufficiently well-behaved auto- 
morphism of ¥ is induced by a mapping ¢ such as the one described above. 
Suppose X is the phase space of a classical mechanical system with a C® 
manifold M as its configuration space. X thus appears (cf. Chapter I) as 
the cotangent bundle of M. In this case, the subgroup of those auto- 
morphisms of ¥ induced by (both ways) differentiable homeomorphisms 
of X onto itself and which preserve the canonical 2-form on X, plays un- 
doubtedly a very crucial role (contact transformations). 
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The axioms satisfied by an arbitrary logic are too weak to allow any 
reasonable determination of its automorphisms. In the next chapter we 
shall determine the automorphisms associated with standard logics. In 
the meantime, we shall briefly illustrate with two (among many) examples 
the important role played by the group Aut(.) in physical problems. 

As a first example we consider the problem of describing the dynamics 
of a physical system ©. Let ¥ be the logic of S, Y the convex set of all 
its states. Then, for each real number ¢, there exists a unique one-one 
map of ¥ onto itself, say D(t), with the following physical interpretation; 
if pe F is the state of S at time to, then D(t)p is the state of S at time 
t+t ). The dynamical group Z where 


(62) D:t—> Dit) 


satisfies the conditions (3) of Chapter I. We now postulate that each D(t) 
is in fact an automorphism of Y, i.e., if p,, pe, - - is a sequence of elements 
of SF and ¢,,C2,:-: a sequence of nonnegative numbers such that 
C, +¢.+---=1, then, for each ¢, 


(63) DiN(D, “Pi) = >, «D(t)p,. 


This postulate may be justified by the following argument. Suppose one 
does not know the state at time 0 but only that it is one of p,,p.,--- with 
probabilities c,, c.,---, respectively. Then from the fact that the state at 
time t is D(t)p, if the state time 0 is p,, it follows that at time t the state 
of the system & is one of D(t)p,, D(t)p2,--- with the same probabilities 
C1, Co,:++. But the statement that the state of Y (or S) is one of qj, qo, --- 
with probabilities c,, cg,--- is physically equivalent to the statement that 
the state of LY is c,q; +Cog2+-:-:. This proves the validity of (63). It 
follows now that each D(t) leaves invariant the subset of pure states of Y 
and induces a one-one mapping on it. Furthermore, if ac ¥, then, for 
each pe JS, 


(64) t — (D(t)p)(a) 


is a real valued function of ¢; it is physically reasonable to assume that 
for any G, this function is Borel for each pe Y and ae FY. If this con- 
dition is satisfied, we call Z a Borel one-parameter group. Thus the dynamical 
group of S may be assumed to be a Borel one-parameter group of convex 
automorphisms of S. 

This leads us to introduce the concept of representations of groups. 
Let G be a locally compact topological group satisfying the second ax- 
iom of countability. The sets of the smallest o algebra of subsets of G 


THE LOGIC OF A QUANTUM MECHANICAL SYSTEM 69 


containing the open sets are called the Borel sets in G. By a representation 
of G in Aut(./) we mean a map 


(65) T:9g—>T, (g EG) 
of G such that 


(i) each 7, € Aut(S), 
(66) (ii) AA 5°55 Le ius (91; J2€ @), 
(iii) for eachae # and pe Y, the function g > (7,p)(a) is Borel 
on G. 


With these definitions we may say that the dynamical group of a system 
S is determined by a representation of the additive group of real numbers 
into Aut(./), where / is the set of states of the logic # of S. 

As our second example, we consider the problem of describing the 
quantum mechanical theory of a free particle. The configuration space of 
the particle in classical mechanics is the three-dimensional space, denoted 
by M. Let # be the logic of the physical system under consideration 
and YS the convex set of its states. Suppose now an observer O wants to 
describe the system. He would then select a point of M, an orthogonal 
frame at O, and map M onto R° by a map 


(67) Yo: M—> R'. 


Let O’ be another observer and let yo, be the corresponding map. Then 
there exists a unique Euclidean motion Do 9 of R* such that for all 
me M 


(68) Yo(m) = Do,o(Yo(m)). 


Suppose now O describes the state of the system © by an element po € Y. 
Then, O’, using his orientation, would describe the same physical state 
by an element po of /. It is clear that the map po — po: is an auto- 
morphism, SaY %o,o of SF. In other words, wo o- has the following physical 
interpretation: if the physical state of S is described by O by the element 
ge F, then «o,o(g) is the element of S describing the same physical 
state of G from the point of view of O’. It is obvious that a, is the 
identity for O=O’, and 


(69) &o,0" = %o0',0"%o0,07: 


We now remark that the basic physical laws of G are independent of 
the choice of observers and their frames. Therefore, we may conclude that 
@o,o’ depends only on the transformation Do,.. Let @ be the group of all 
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Euclidean motions of R°. Then, from (68), (69), and the above remarks 
on the a».9, we infer the existence of a homomorphism 


(70) T:g—>T, 
of G into Aut(Y) with the property that whenever O and O’ are two 


observers of S, 
(71) @o,0° = Tro 


We may reasonably make the assumption that for eachae Zand pe J, 
g > (T,p)(a) is a Borel function on G. T is thus a representation of G in 
Aut(.S). 

We see thus that the description of S gives rise to a representation of 
G in Aut(Y). The determination of such representations is therefore the 
basic problem to be solved in the mathematical description of the 
physical system of a free particle. 

The reader might notice that the arguments given above are very 
general. In fact, the same type of arguments lead to the remarkable fact 
that with every relativistic free particle there is associated a representation 
of the inhomogeneous Lorentz group. These representations were first 
completely determined by Wigner under the assumption that the logic of 
GS was standard. This led in turn to his celebrated classification of the 
relativistic wave equations [1]. 


NOTES ON CHAPTER III 


1. As a general reference on lattice theory we refer to the book of 
F. Maeda and S. Maeda, Theory of Symmetric Lattices, Springer-Verlag, 
Berlin, 1970. 


2. There has been a good amount of work by many people in recent years 
on the structure of logics and probability measures on them, motivated 
mostly by the relevance of such problems to the foundations of Quantum 
Mechanics. The encyclopedia volume of E. G. Beltrametti and G. Cassinelli 
(The Logic of Quantum Mechanics, Volume 15, Encyclopedia of Mathematics 
and Its Applications, Addison-Wesley, Reading, Mass., 1981) gives an 
excellent overview of this work (Chs. 10-20). In addition, this book presents 
a well-organized, comprehensive discussion of the foundations of Quantum 
Mechanics from different points of view with many references to current 
literature, examples, and exercises. Especially illuminating are the critiques 
of controversial topics such as hidden variables (Chs. 15, 25) consistency of 
physical interpretation (Chs. 7, 8), the process of measurement (Ch. 26), 
and so on. As additional references we mention the following: 

J.M. Jauch, Foundations of Quantum Mechanics, Addison-Wesley, Reading, 

Mass., 1968. 
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C. Piron, Foundations of Quantum Physics, Benjamin, Reading, Mass., 1976. 

M. Jammer, T'he Philosophy of Quantum Mechanics, Wiley, New York, 1974. 

C. A. Hooker (Ed.), The Logico-algebraic Approach to Quantum Mechanics, 
Vol. 1, Reidel, Dordrecht, 1975. 

E.G. Beltrametti and B.C. van Frassen (Eds.), Current Issues in Quantum 
Logic, Plenum, New York, 1981. 


3. The structure of the states of orthocomplemented continuous 
geometries is still mysterious. One of the most striking results is due to von 
Neumann who showed that in the presence of a transition probability 
function with suitable invariance properties, such a lattice is nothing but 
the lattice of projections of a type II, factor (Continuous geometries with a 
transition probability, Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. No. 252, Providence, R.I., 
1981). 


4. It is possible to determine, in the standard model, the states for which 
the lower bound of the Heisenberg uncertainty relations (57) is attained, 
for the quantum mechanical system of a one-dimensional particle. Let 
H = L? (—~,00), 

re hd 
q= operator of multiplication by x, p = Aer 
then 
: 
o9(9)F9(P) = 5 


for the family of states p= 9y,,,)(y,0,p € R, y>0) given by 


ote) = (;L) exp{—(o/2h) (eo) + (p/h)ia} 
then 
og) = (%/2y)t, agp) = (hy/2)8 


(cf. von Neumann [1], pp. 233-237). 

As we shall see in greater detail in Chapter IV, any vector y of unit norm 
in L?(—c,00) defines a pure state of our system; the probability for 
SeL(H#) is ||\PSq||?, P being the orthogonal projection #—>S-¢ is called 
the wave function, and since the spectral measure of q is H >qz where gz 
is multiplication by the characteristic function of H, the probability distri- 
bution of g in the state is the measure 


pb: E> i |p|? dx. 
E 


Thus the wave function allows one to calculate, by this formula, for any 
region H <(—00,00), the probability ~(#) of finding the particle inside £. 
This is the simplest instance of the statistical interpretation of Quantum 
Mechanics which is due to Max Born (Z. Physik, 37 (1926), pp. 863-867). 


CHAPTER IV 
LOGICS ASSOCIATED WITH HILBERT SPACES 


1. THE LATTICE OF SUBSPACKES OF A 
BANACH SPACE 


The general theory that was developed in Chapter III is concerned 
mainly with the broad principles of Quantum Theory. Further develop- 
ment of the theory, such as a discussion of simple quantum mechanical 
systems, leads to problems of a more technical nature. These problems 
are, however, difficult to answer in the context of abstract logics, and 
therefore, in dealing with them, it becomes necessary to restrict the class 
of logics under consideration. In this chapter we shall examine some of 
these logics and describe, in a somewhat more concrete fashion than in 
Chapter ILI, the observables, states, and symmetries associated with them. 

We have seen in Chapter II that a large class of orthocomplemented 
geometries are obtained by considering Hilbert space structures on finite 
dimensional vector spaces. These logics are, however, not of much use in 
discussing even very simple atomic systems, since every observable 
associated with them is finite. Consequently, if one wants to obtain 
realistic examples, one is forced to deal with wnfinite dimensional vector 
spaces. 

It is known (cf. Baer [1]) that the lattice of all linear manifolds of an 
infinite dimensional vector space does not admit any polarity. Therefore 
it becomes necessary to consider lattices Y such that the elements of # 
are certain linear manifolds of a given vector space V and, wherein, the 
partial ordering is the inclusion relation. It must be noted that the lattice 
sum of two elements of such a lattice contains, but in general does not 
coincide with, the algebraic sum in V. A simple and interesting class of 
such lattices may be obtained in the following way. Let D be a topological 
division ring, say, for example, one of R, C, or H. Let V be a topological 
vector space over D (cf. Bourbaki [2] for the definitions and elementary 
properties). Then, the set of all closed linear manifolds of V is a lattice—in 
fact, a complete lattice. One may then construct examples of logics whose 
underlying lattices are these lattices of closed manifolds. The description 
of such logics would provide us with a large class of examples of logics 
which are complex enough to serve as models for the logics of atomic 
systems. 
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The main purpose of this section is to prove a theorem of Kakutani and 
Mackey ([1]), which asserts that if V is a Banach space, the above pro- 
cedure leads to no new examples of logics other than the standard ones. 
In particular, if the underlying lattice of a logic is isomorphic to the 
lattice of all closed linear manifolds of a separable infinite dimensional 
Banach space over one of R, C, or H, then the logic is standard. 

Let D be one of R, C, or H and V any vector space over D. We shall 
say that a topology 7 on V is compatible with the vector space structure 
of V if it is Hausdorff, and, if the map, a, 6,2, y—>a-%+b-yofDxDxVxV 
into V, is continuous. A topological vector space over D is a pair (V,7), 
where V is a vector space over D, and 7, a topology over V compatible 
with its vector space structure. By the usual abuse of language we shall 
say that V is a topological vector space. We shall denote by #(V,D) the 
lattice of all closed linear manifolds of V. This is a complete lattice. If we 
denote by v and A the lattice operations in ¥(V,D), then, for any 
family {M,} of closed linear manifolds of V, we have: 


(1) A My = (\ Me 
(2) V My = (>. M.) 


where > denotes the algebraic sum, and the bar denotes closure. If N is 
any finite dimensional linear manifold of V, then N is necessarily closed 
and for any closed linear manifold M, Nv M=N-+M. Moreover, if M is 
a closed linear manifold whose codimension (=dim V/) is finite and NV 
any algebraic complement of M, i.e., such that MN N=0, M+N=VS, 
then N is necessarily closed and V=M vy N (for these facts cf. Bourbaki 
[2], Ch. 1). 

We shall recall the notion of Banach spaces. Let D be one of R, C, or H 
and V a vector space over D. A norm over V is a function x — |x|| of V 
into the real numbers such that 


(i) |z| >0,=0 ifandonlyif 2 =0, 


(3) (ii) etyl| < zi+]yl for 2 yeV, 

(iii) |lex|| = |e|-||z]| for ceD, ve V. 
A Banach space over D is a pair (V, |-||), where V is a vector space over 
D and |-|| a norm on V such that V is complete under the metric d 


defined by d(x,y) = ||z—y|. A Banach space over D is obviously a topolog- 
ical vector space over D. 

We are now in a position to formulate the theorem of Kakutani and 
Mackey. We recall the notion of Hilbert spaces and inner products 
associated with D (cf. Chapter IT, section 4). 
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Theorem 4.1 (Kakutani-Mackey [1]). Let D be one of the three division 
rings R, C, or H, V an infinite dimensional Banach space over D, and 
L=L(V.D) the lattice of all closed linear manifolds of V. Suppose that 
| (M-> M+) is an orthocomplementation of &. Then there exists a D- 
valued inner product <.,.> on V x V such that (i) V becomes, under <., .>, 
a Hilbert space over D; (ii) the topology of V, induced by the norm associated 
with <., .>, coincides with its original topology; and (iii) the map M — M~ 
coincides with the orthocomplementation induced by <., .>. In particular, of 
the underlying lattice of a logic is isomorphic to the lattice of closed linear 
manifolds of a separable Banach space of infinite dimension over D, then 
the logic is standard. 

The proof is rather long and depends on a series of lemmas. With later 
applications in mind we formulate our first lemma somewhat more 
generally than is necessary for our immediate purposes. 


Lemma 4.2. Let K be a division ring and W a vector space of infinite 
dimension over K. Let @ be a lattice of linear manifolds of W such that 
(i) & contains all finite dimensional linear manifolds of W, and (ii) if 
M,N€ A and at least one of them is finite dimensional, thn Mv N=M+N. 
Suppose M(M — M"*) is an orthocomplementation in M. Let woe W be 
any nonzero vector. Then there exists an involutive anti-automorphism @ of 
K and a symmetric 6-bilinear form <., .> on W x W such that (i) <wo,W9> =1 
and (ii) <x,y>=0 if and only if x € (K-y)+-6 and <., .> are uniquely deter- 
mined. The form <., .> is definite, t.e., <x,x>=0 af and only if x=0. 


Proof. Let F< W be a finite dimensional linear manifold. Then F €.4@. 
For any linear manifold LC F we have L€.@ also. We now define 


(4) SL) ele ae 


Note that if M is finite dimensional and N €.@, then MA N=MON. In 
fact, MANCMON always while the finite dimensionality of MAN 
implies, by (i), that MAN €.4, so that MNNECM AN. 

Let @,; be the projective geometry of all linear manifolds LC F. €, is 
a map of .@, into itself. We shall show first that €, is an orthocomple- 
mentation of @,. Clearly é,(0)=F, &(F)=F!OF=F! a F=0. Since 
M > M° is order inverting, it is obvious that ¢; is order inverting. We 
observe next that for Le.@,, LNé,(L)SCLOL!=L,~, L+=0. On the 
other hand, W=Ly L‘=L+L" so that F=L+€,(L). Thus L and 
§,(L) are complements of each other in .@,. To complete the proof that é, 
is an orthocomplementation, it remains to prove that &, is involutive. 
For Le 4p, €p(L)SL* so that Lo é,(L)+. This shows that LD é,(L)-n 
F=€,(€-(L)) for all Le @,. Let L'=€,(L). Then, by what we proved 
just now, ¢,(L’) is a complement of L’ in .@,. But L is also a complement 
of L’=€,(L) and we have seen that LD €,(L’). This shows that L must 
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coincide with €,(L’). We see thus that €, is an orthocomplementation 
ofA... 

We shall fix a nonzero vector w,¢ W. Let ¥ be the class of all finite 
dimensional linear manifolds F< W such that (i) wo € F, (ii) dim F>3. 
By theorem 2.7 there exists, for any Fe ¥, an involutive anti-automor- 
phism 6, of K and a nonsingular symmetric 6,-bilinear form ¢.,.),; on 
Fx F such that <.,.>, induces €,; i.e., for L, 


(5) £,(L) = {u:ueF, aw, =0 for allze LD} 
and 
(6) (Wo,Wo) = 1. 


Moreover, (6) determines 6, and <.,.>, uniquely. Suppose now that 
F,, F,¢F with Fic F,. Then, for any Le@,,, 


fr, (L) = 1° 0 FP, = {&,,(L)} 0 FP. 
This shows that for any Le.@,., 
(7) &p,(L) = {ur ue Fy, wp, =90 forall xe LZ}. 


In other words, the restriction of ¢. , .>;, to F, x F, is a 0;,-bilinear form 
which also induces the orthocomplementation €,,. In view of the normaliz- 
ing condition (6), we may conclude at once that 


Or, 
8 
®) (L,Y r, = <LYr, (x, y € F)). 


= 6p, 


Since any two elements of F are contained in a third element of F, we 
easily deduce from (8) that there exists an involutive anti-automorphism 
6 of K, and a symmetric 0@-bilinear form <.,.> on Wx W such that 
(i) 6=6, for all Fe ¥, and (ii) the restriction of ¢.,.> to Fx F is 
{.,.)r for all Fe F. Lemma 4.2 follows at once from this. 

We now resume our discussion of the lattice Y of all closed linear 
manifolds of the Banach space V over D. We take V = W in lemma 4.2 
and obtain an involutive anti-automorphism 6 of D and a definite 
symmetric 6-bilinear form <., .» on V x V such that <z,y> =0 if and only 
if x _| y. We fix a nonzero vector v) € V; then @ and ¢.,.> are uniquely 
determined by the condition <v,v)> =1. 

Let V* be the set of all continuous linear maps of V into D. Then V* is 
a vector space over D®, the division ring dual to D. For we V, let £8, be the 
linear map of V into D defined by 


(9) By(%) = <euy = (we V). 
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We shall also use the conjugate norm on V*; this is defined by 


(10) Al] = bos |A(u)| (Ae V*). 
It is well known that V*, under this norm, is a Banach space over the 
division ring D®. 


Lemma 4.3. 8, ¢ V* for any we V. Moreover, u —> B, is an additive iso0- 
morphism of the abelian group V onto the abelian group V*. 


Proof. It is a well known fact (cf. Bourbaki [2]) that a linear map A of 
V into D is continuous if and only if the linear manifold 


(11) Le {oe eee 0) 


is closed in V. Let now A=8,, and write Z, for Z,, we V. Ifye V, ye Z, 
if and only if <y,u>=0, i.e., if and only if y_|w. Hence 


(12) Z,, = (D-u)!. 


But (D-u)+ € ¥ and is therefore closed by assumption. This proves that 
B, € V*. The map u— 8, is clearly additive. If, for we V, 8, =0, then 
<u,u> =B8,,(u)=0; this implies that w«=0. In order to complete the proof 
of the lemma it remains to prove only that u— £8, maps V onto V*. 
Suppose Ac V* and 40. Let Z, be defined by (11). Then Z, € Y and 
Z,#V. Therefore Z,+ 40. Let wu be a nonzero vector in Z,+. Since <x7,u> =0 
for all xe Z,, 8, vanishes over Z,; and since u40, 8,40. Since Z, and 
Z,, are both of codimension 1 and Z,¢Z,, we infer that Z,=Z,. Let 
Xo € V be such that A(x) =1. Since x ¢ Z,, x ¢ Z,, and hence 


Bylo) = <Xo,u> # 0. 


Let c= ,u>~1 and let us write u)=c®u. Then for ze V, 
{XjUo> = C2,UDEC. 


This shows that £,,,(%>)=1=A(xp) and implies that B,, =A. 

The main question at this stage is whether 6 is continuous. The non- 
trivial case is when D=C and we handle it first. It is at this point that 
essential use is made of the infinite dimensionality of V. 


Lemma 4.4, Let W be a complex Banach space of infinite dimension. 
Then one can find a sequence of vectors x,,%2,--- © W with the property 
that, for any bounded infinite sequence {c,} of complex numbers, there exists 
a continuous linear functional } on W such that 


(13) NG) eee (n = 1, 2,---). 
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Proof. Let ||: || be the norm on W. Let W* be the space of all complex 
valued continuous linear functionals on W. We define x, € W to be an 
arbitrary vector of norm 1 and choose 2,* € W* such that 


\v,*|| = 1, 


a#,*(%,) = 1. 


The celebrated Hahn-Banach theorem ensures that such an 2,* € W* 
exists. We shall now define by induction two sequences {x,} and {x,*} in W 
and W*, respectively. Suppose x,, %,:--,2,€ W and 2,*,---,2,* e W* 
have been already constructed so that 


x,;*(x;) = 6,; (Kronecker delta) God, a, 2), 


14 
||x,* | eal » a te (2 a 1, 2; eet n). 


Since W is infinite dimensional, there is a nonzero vector xz,,, in W 
linearly independent of z,,---, x, such that 


@;*(%n41) = 0 (¢ = 1, 2,---,). 


Using the Hahn-Banach theorem once again, we can find z*,, € W* such 
that x*, 1(%,41)40, x*,1(z,) =0, 7<n. Replacing xz, ,, and z*,, by suitable 
multiples, we may assume that ||7*, || =2~", 2*,.(z, 1) =1. The sequences 
Hy, Xo,°°+, M4, and x,*,---,a2*,, then satisfy (14) with nm replaced by 
n+1. By induction it follows that there exist infinite sequences {x,} and 
{x,*} such that x, € W for all n, x,* € W* for all n, and 


a,*(2,) = 8;; (0,9 = Le 2, a cay 


(15) jz*| = 2-@-D G— 1,2): 


We claim that the sequence {x,} has the properties asserted in the lemma. 
In fact, let {c,} be any bounded sequence of complex numbers. For z € W, 
let A(x) be defined by 


(16) AZ) = S eo al 


The inequality |z,*(x)|<||x,*||-{\z|=2~°~ ||| shows that A is well 
defined and that x —> A(x) is a continuous linear functional on W, Le., 
Ae W*. Clearly, X(z,)=c, for all n. 

We now resume our discussion of V and @. 


Lemma 4.5. Jf D=R, 6 ts the identity; if D=C, 0 ts the conjugation; and 
if D=H, 6 is the canonical conjugation. 
Proof. Let F be any linear manifold of finite dimension >3 containing 


>. The map L > L+ 7 F is, as we saw in the proof of lemma 4.2, an ortho- 
complementation in the geometry of subspaces of F’ and is, moreover, 
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induced by ¢.,.)# (the restriction of «.,.) to Fx F). From theorem 2.8 
we deduce that @ is the identity if D=R and is the canonical conjugation 
if D=H. Suppose now that D=C. Clearly, as <(x,x)r=0 for an xeF 
implies that x=0, @ is not the identity. @ will therefore have to be the 
conjugation in this case, provided we show that it is continuous. Since 
6 is additive, this reduces to showing that if c, — 0 in D, {c,°} is a bounded 
sequence. Suppose then that D=C and that @ is not the conjugation. 
Then there exists a sequence {c,} in D such that 


C, > 0, 
(17) 
|cn®| —> 00. 
Since dim V =o, we can select a sequence {z,} in V such that it has the 
property described in lemma 4.4. Let 8, be the element x—>(x,z,) of 
V* (cf. lemma 4.3), Since |c,°| > 00, we may, by passing to a subsequence 
if necessary, assume in addition that for all n, 


(18) len"| > m-||Bnl). 


By lemma 4.4 we can find a Ae V* such that A(x,) =c, for all n. Evidently, 
A+0. Moreover, it follows from lemma 4.3 that there is a w40 in V such 
that A=B,. Then (u,u>40 and <@,,u>=c, for all n. If 


(19) en = {U,U>~ *b— Cyan, 
then 

N(Zn) a (Zn;U> = 0 
for all n. But then, as ¢. , .> is symmetric, 


<2, == 0 


for all n, i.e., 

(20) ((u,u>?) "<u> — (Cn?) *u,aty> = 0. 

Since |(¢,?)~*w.2>| <len*|~*| al el, (18) implies that 
(Cn°)~*{u,t_,> > 0 (n> 00) 


and hence we infer from (20) that (u,u>(¢u,u>®)~1=0, which is impossible 
as u#0. This contradiction proves that 6 must be the conjugation and 
completes the proof of lemma 4.5. 


Lemma 4.6. 8(u — 8.) is a continuous map of V onto V*. 


Proof. Since we may obviously consider R as a subfield of D as well as 
D°, V and V* may both be regarded as Banach spaces over R, denoted 
by Vp, and VR*, respectively. From lemma 4.5 we conclude that 
B(u —> B,) is an R-linear map. As 8 is defined on the whole of Vg, we may 
use the closed graph. theorem to reduce the proof of the continuity of 8 
to the proof that f is a closed map. Let {x,} be a sequence in Vp such that 
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«, > x and 8, —> A. We must prove that A=8,. Since 8 is onto, we may 
assume that A=, for some ue WV. From the formula (10) for the norm 
in V*, it follows that 8,,(v)>8,(v) for all ve V. Since, by lemma 4.5, 
6 is continuous, we have, for ve JV, 


(2.0 > == MMe. > 
= tim ((v,t n>”) 
= Cou)? 
= <U,v>. 
This proves that x=u or 8, =A. We have thus proved lemma 4.6. 


Lemma 4.5 shows that ¢.,.}) is an inner product on V x V. Thus, on 
defining |z||)>?=<z,z>, we obtain a norm on JV. V is a pre-Hilbert space 
with respect to <., .>. 


Lemma 4.7. V is a Hilbert space under <.,.>. 


Proof. We must prove that V is complete under ||- ||). Let {z,} be a 
sequence in V such that ||z7,—2,||9? > 0, n, m — oo. Then <y,7, —2m_)> > 0 
as n,m-— > oo for each ye V. Let A(y)=lim, <y,x,>. Then A is a linear 
map of V into D. Since 8, € Vg* for all n, we may apply the well known 
uniform boundedness principle to Vg, a Banach space over R, to conclude 
that Ae V*. By lemma 4.3 there exists a ze V such that A=f,. We claim 
that ||x,—2||) > 0. Let e>0 be arbitrary and N be such that 


tn —-Zmllo ae 
for n, m>N. Then, for ye V, 


KY, %u—tm>| < ellyllo (n,m > N) 
and hence 


Ky, Ly — z>| = él Y|lo (n 2 Ne 


which shows that ||z,—2||)<e for n>N. 


Lemma 4.8. The topologies induced on V by ||-|| (the original norm) and 
|- |p coincide. 

Proof. Let y, x,, Z2,--- be elements in V. We must show that as n —> 00, 
|z,—Y||o > 0 if and only if ||z,—y|| + 0. Since V is a Banach space over 
R under both |.) and |: |io, it is sufficient, in view of the open mapping 
theorem, to show the implication in one direction only. Let then 
|z,—y|| > 0. Since the map f from V to V* is continuous, 8,, —B, > 0 


in V* so that 
(21) sup |<z,%,—y>| > 0 (n —> 0). 


bzisl 
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Now, ||z,—y|| <1 for all sufficiently large n and hence we infer from (21) 
that 


(Iza Yllo” = (i, —-Y, &,—-Y —> O, 
which is the relation required. 


We can now complete the proof of theorem 4.1. V is a Hilbert space 
under <.,.> and the topology induced by the corresponding norm has 
been shown to coincide with the original topology for V. Consequently, 
the same linear manifolds are closed in both topologies. Let (JZ — &(M)) 
be the orthocomplementation of the Hilbert space V. Now, <y,7>=0 if 
and only ifz | y, and hence forany Me Y, ye M? if and only ify €(M/). 
This proves that | and € coincide. The proof of theorem 4.1 is complete. 

Theorem 4.1 shows that a logic may be asserted to be standard as soon 
as it is identified as a member of an apparently more general class of lattices. 
We have proved theorem 4.1 to emphasize our point of view that the 
important role played by standard logics is not due to accident but stems 
from deeper mathematical reasons, and that theorems such as the present 
one lead to a clarification of some of these reasons. This said, the stage is 
set for the detailed analysis of the standard logics and we proceed to do 
it now. 


2. THE STANDARD LOGICS: 
OBSERVABLES AND STATES 


We now proceed to describe the structure of the set of observables and 
the set of states associated with a standard logic and examine the manner 
in which the general concepts of Chapter III specialize. Throughout this 
section we write D to denote one of R, C, or H. Let # be a separable 
infinite dimensional Hilbert space over D. We write & for the logic 
L(#,D) of all closed linear manifolds of # (with its canonical ortho- 
complementation). 

For any closed linear manifold M of #, let us write P™ for the orthog- 
onal projection on M. If f(H + f(£)) is any observable associated with 
the logic &, then the map EH — P' is a projection valued measure} based 
on &(R?). Conversely, it is obvious that to any projection valued measure 
P(E > Pg) based on &(R?) there exists a unique observable f(H > f(E)) 
such that P,;= P/™ for all real Borel sets EZ. 


f The concept of a projection valued measure is nothing new; it is a standard 
tool of spectral theory. For complex Hilbert spaces we refer the reader to sections 
35-38 of Halmos [2]. For the real case very few changes have to be made. For the 
quaternionic case and for projection valued measures defined on the real line, the 
theory is essentially the same, since the real field is the center of H. We shall assume 
the basic facts concerning projection valued measures as known. 
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Lemma 4.9. Let M,,M,¢%. Then M,< M, if and only if the pro- 
jections P™: and P™2 commute. 


Proof. Let M,, M,¢ &. Assume first that M, <> M,. Then there exists 
mutually orthogonal elements N,, N2,N of Y such that M,=N,+N 
(t=1, 2). Clearly, P“@=P%+P%, and one is led immediately to the 
equation P™:1PM@2—= PM2P™1, Conversely, let P@1 and P™z commute and 
let P= P™iP™2, Then P is a projection. If we write Q, = P™:— P, then it 
is easily verified that Q, is a projection (:=1,2) and PQ,=Q,P=0, 
Q0,90.=Q.9,=0. If N,, No, and N are the closed linear manifolds which are 
the ranges of Q,, Q., and P, respectively, then it follows easily that 
N,, Nz, and N are mutually orthogonal and M,=N,v N (i=1, 2). This 
proves that M, <> Mg. 


Lemma 4.10. Let X be a set and & a o-algebra of subsets of X. Let 
P(E + P,) be a projection valued measure in H# based on B and F the 
algebra (over R) of all real valued bounded measurable functions on X. For 
geF let |g =sup{|g(z)| : xe X}. Then, for any geF, there exists a 
unique, bounded, self-adjoint operator B, on # such that 


(Baud) = | gle)druole) (us ve 2), 
(22) 
(2, = { gdP, m symbols) 
x 


where v,, is the D-valued measure on B defined by 
Vu,o(L) a ¢P,ut,v>. 


The spectral measure of B, 1s the projection valued measure E — P,- 1). 
One has: 


(23) IB < igi geF). 


The correspondence g > B, is a homomorphism from the algebra F into 
the algebra (over R) of all bounded operators on #. In particular, B,, and 
B,, commute for all 9,,9,€F. 


Proof. The proofs are similar to the ones in section 37 of Halmos [2] 
and we omit them. In the quaternionic case we have to use the fact that 
the real field is the center of H. 


Theorem 4.11. Let D be one of R, C, or H and F the logic of all closed 
linear manifolds of #. For any observable f(E — f(E)) associated with 
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L, let A, be the self-adjoint (not necessarily bounded) linear operator with 
spectral measure E —> P!®. Then 

(24) foe 

is a one-one correspondence between the set of all observables associated with 
L and the set of all self-adjoint operators on #. The observable f is bounded 
if and only if the operator A, is bounded. Two bounded observables f, and f. 
are simultaneously observable if and only if the (bounded) operators A,, and 
A,, commute. If f is any bounded observable and p is a polynomial with real 
coefficients (in one variable), then the operator corresponding under (24) to 
peof is p(A,). More generally, if f,,---,f, are bounded observables, any two 
of which are simultaneously observable, and if p is a real polynomial of r real 
variables, then the observable po(f,,...,f,) (ef. theorem 3.17) has the corre- 
sponding operator p(A,,,...,Ay,). 


Proof. The first assertion concerning the correspondence f— A, is an 
immediate consequence of the spectral theorem. Next, an observable f is 
bounded if and only if for some compact set K ¢ R!, f(K)=#. This is 
possible if and only if P/““’ =J, which in turn is well known to be equivalent 
to the requirement that A, be bounded. Let now f, and f. be bounded 
observables. Then f, and f, are simultaneously observable if and only if 
fi(E£,)  f.(#,) for all pairs of Borel sets H, and £,. From lemma 4.9 and 
standard spectral theory, it now follows that f, <> f, if and only if A,;, and 
A,, commute. We now come to the last pair of assertions. Since the first 
of these is a special case of the second for r=1, we shall confine ourselves 
to the proof of the second. Let f,,---, f, be bounded observables such that 
ficof, for all 7,j7=1, 2,---,r. By theorem 3.17 there exists a o-homo- 
morphism F — f(F) of @(R’) into ¥ such that for any 7 (1<i<r) and 
any He A&R), 


7m, being the projection (t,---,f,) >t, of R’ onto R!. Let Py, = P*”. 
Then F + Py, is a projection valued measure on A(R’). Since the f; are 
bounded observables, there exists a compact set K CR! such that 
f({K)=# for i=1, 2,---, 7. We now apply lemma 4.10 by taking X = K’, 
B=AB(K"). For any Ee &K), Py.- 1¢uy)= Ps™, and so, writing 


YulL) = (Pray, vi (#) = (Ph uv), 
we get 


(Bat? ~ ie mtr, fa, °° t,)dv, (t1, > ee) 


= i tdvi, ,(t) 
K 
— <A;,U,v>. 


LOGICS ASSOCIATED WITH HILBERT SPACES 83 


Thus, B,,=A,,,i=1, 2,---, r. Since g > B, is a homomorphism, we have, 
for any real polynomial p of t,, ++ -, t,, 


BR a mB...» Pe OH) ae) = p(A,,, eas A,,). 


But the self-adjoint operator B, has the spectral measure HE -> P,- 1:5) 
by lemma 4.10. B, therefore coincides with the operator corresponding 
to the observable HE —> f(p~1(#)) which is precisely po (f,,---,f,). This 
proves the theorem completely. 


Remark. That f, <> f, is equivalent to the equation A,,A,;,=A,,A;, is 
a celebrated result of von Neumann. The fact that p o (f,,---,f,) corre- 
sponds to the operator p(A,;,,---,A,;,) is remarkable since it links the 
algebra of functions of f,,---, f, with the algebra of operators on #. 


We now take up the problem of determining the states of the logic #. 
Our basic result is the theorem of Gleason [1] which asserts that every state 
of ¥ can be described in a canonical way by what is usually known as a 
density matrix. We shall now proceed to a detailed discussion of this 
theorem. 


To any vector ue # with |u||=1, we associate the mapping p, of # 
into the set of nonnegative real numbers by defining 


(25) p,(M) = <PMuu> = |PMul? (Me £). 


If M=H#, p,(M)=||u|?=1, while p,(0)=0. If M,, M,,--- is a sequence 
of elements of # such that M, | M, (i#j) then, writing M=\/, M,, we 
have: 


p(M) = || P™ull? 
= > PM? 
= >, Pull. 


In other words, p, is a state of #. It is clear that if ce D and |c|=1, 
Pcu=Pu: 

The general description of states depends on the concept of an operator 
of trace class. On complex Hilbert spaces they are defined and treated 
in many books on Hilbert space theory (cf. Dunford and Schwartz [2], 
for example). The treatment in the real and quaternionic cases is similar. 
A bounded operator A of # is of trace class if, for any orthonormal basis 
{e,}, the series 


> |< Ae,,e,>| < 0; 


then the sum 


tr(A) = > <Ae,,e> 
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exists for any orthonormal basis {e,} and is independent of the basis used ; 
it is called the trace of A. If A is of trace class and B is any bounded 
operator, AB and BA are of trace class; and moreover, 


tr(AB) = tr(BA). 


If A and B are of trace class, so are «A +B where «, f are in the center 
of the division ring over which # is defined. We shall assume the reader 
to be familiar with the basic properties of these operators. 

The states of the form p,(ué#, ||u|=1) can also be described in 
another way. Let U be the projection on the one-dimensional linear 
manifold D-u. Then, for any bounded operator A, AU is a bounded 
operator, which is of trace class, since U is (trivially) of trace class. Let 
{e,} be an orthonormal basis for # with u=e,. Then 


tr(AU) = tr(UA) 


(26) = > <AUe,¢,) 

i 

= (Au). 

In particular, 
(27) p,(M) = tr(P™U). 
Suppose that w,, u2,--- is any sequence of vectors in # with ||u,||=1 for 
all 1. Let a@,,a2,:-- be a sequence of nonnegative numbers with 
a,+a,+---=1. Let U; be the projection on the one-dimensional manifold 
D-u,. Then 
(28) U= > aU, 

i 


is a well-defined, bounded, nonnegative, self-adjoint operator of trace 
class and 


(29) tr(U) = 1. 


If Me FY, we have 
in PY) — > a, toe“) 


= » aP,,(M). 


Thus the function py defined by 
(30) Py(M) = tr(P™U) 


is a state of Y and in fact is the state >, C,Py,- Conversely, let U be a 
bounded, self-adjoint operator such that (i) U is nonnegative, i.e., 
(Ux,x>>0 for all xe #, and (ii) U is of trace class and tr(U)=1. Then, 
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the function py defined by (30) is a state of Y. We call the operators U 
which are bounded, self-adjoint, nonnegative, and of trace class, von 
Neumann operators. 

The question naturally arises whether every state of # is of the form 
Pu for a suitable von Neumann operator U of trace 1. It was Gleason [1] 
who first proved that this is indeed so. His result, which is a cornerstone 
of the mathematical foundations of quantum mechanics, is undoubtedly 
one of the most profound theorems in this subject. 

Gleason’s theorem is quite complicated to prove and we need to develop 
a number of technical lemmas. We begin with the concept of a frame 
function. Let & be the unit sphere of #, i.e., 


(31) €={x:2eEH#, |x| = 1. 
A real valued function f(x — f(x)) defined on & is a frame function if 


(i) f(ce) =f(z) for xe and ceD with |c| = 1, 
(ii) there exists a constant W such that >, f(e,)= W for any ortho- 
normal basis {e,} of # (recall that # is separable). 


(32) 


The constant W is called the weight of f. 
Suppose that U is a bounded, self-adjoint operator of trace class. Let us 
define the function fy, by 


(33) Sule) =<Uxe> (wee). 


Then f, is obviously a frame function whose weight is tr U. A frame func- 
tion f is called regular if there exists a bounded, self-adjoint operator U 
such that 


(34) i lice 


Clearly, if f is regular, there exists only one bounded, self-adjoint operator 
U such that (34) holds; for, if U and V satisfy (34), <((U —V)x, x» =0 for 
allze # and hence U—V=0. 

Suppose that p is a state of Y. For any vector x < & let us define 


(35) S.(z) = w(D-2). 


Then f,, is a nonnegative frame function of weight 1. If U isa von Neumann 
operator of trace 1 and »=py the state defined by (30), a simple calcu- 
lation shows 


(36) Su = fu: 


ie., f, is regular. Conversely, if 4 is a state of Y and if we assume that 
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f,=fy for a bounded, self-adjoint operator, then it can be shown that U 
is a von Neumann operator of trace 1, and 1.=py. In fact, as 


(Ux,x> = f,(x) = 9, 


U is nonnegative; then, if {e,} is any orthonormal basis of #, 
> Uewa> = Die =1 
n n 


so that U is of trace class and has unit trace. This shows that the states 
p and py coincide for all one-dimensional subspaces of # and hence 
coincide for all elements of ¥&. In other words, Gleason’s theorem is 
entirely equivalent to proving that every nonnegative frame function is 
regular. 

We shall first examine the special case when D=R and when # is 
finite dimensional. If # is the real line, then the only frame functions are 
constants. If # is the plane R?, then it is obvious that a frame function 
can be arbitrarily defined on any quadrant of the unit circle and 
hence need have no special properties. 


Lemma 4.12. Let # = R?, the plane (D = the real field) and let & be de- 
scribed as 


(37) & = {(cos 6, sin 6): 0 < @ < 2z}. 


Then the function f : (cos 0, sin 6) > cos n@, n being an integer, is a frame 
function wf and only uf either n=0 or n=2 (mod 4). 


Proof. In order that f be a frame function we must have, for some 
constant W, 


(38) cos n@ +cos (x(0 +5)) ay 
for all 6. Differentiating with respect to 6, we have: 


n{ sin n6 +-sin n( 0 +3) = (I 


2 
for all 0, i.e., 
nd (sin n0)(1 +cos 5) +sin > cos no = (); 


This is possible if and only if either »=0 or cos(n7/2)= —1, i.e., if and 
only if n=0 or n=2 modulo 4. 


Lemma 4.13. Let # = R® be the three dimensional real Euclidean space. 
Then every continuous frame function on the unit sphere & is regular. 
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Proof. The proof makes use of harmonic analysis on & (cf. Weyl [1], 
pp. 60-63, 142-146). Let @ be the set of all real valued continuous functions 
on & and G the group of all orthogonal transformations of R? which have 
determinant +1. For any element h of @ and any ae G, we define h* by 


(39) he) =h(a-1z) = (w# EB). 


A linear manifold “%¢C@ is said to be invariant if h*e¢.@ for all aeG 
whenever h € .@. Then, according to classical spherical harmonic analysis, 
one has the following description of @: (1) for each integer n=0, 1, --- 
there is a 2n+1 dimensional subspace F, of @ which is invariant and no 
proper linear submanifold of which is invariant, i.e., F, is irreducible 
under the action (39) of the group G; (2) an element he @ belongs to F, 
if and only if it is the restriction to & of a polynomial p of z, y, z (the 
coordinates on #*) with the properties 


(i) pis homogeneous in 2, y, z of degree n, 
(40) 


(3) every continuous function on & is the uniform limit of a sequence of 
functions each of which is a finite linear combination of elements of the 
F,; and finally (4) if F is any invariant linear manifold, closed under the 
uniform convergence topology of @, and n,, %2,--- (0<,<n2<---) are 
all the integers such that FoF, j=1,2,---, then 


(41) F = (2 Fray) 


where > denotes the algebraic sum, and the bar denotes the closure. 

Let now F¥ be the set of all continuous frame functions on &. Evidently 
G-transforms (cf. (39)) and uniform limits of continuous frame functions 
are continuous frame functions. Thus the set F¥ is a closed linear manifold 
in @ which is invariant. Therefore, there exist integers ,, n2,--- with 
the properties described in (41). We now claim that if n is any integer 
other than 0 and 2, then, ¥,¢F. In fact, let n be any integer. We use 
cylindrical coordinates p, 0, z on & defined by 


z=pcos0, y=psind, z =z. 
Then it is well known that 


oo o ee! Cae? 
5a2* By * Be2 = Bp? p* 007 pdp dz 
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One can easily check that the functions 
p” cos nO, [p" — 2(n — 1)z*p”~ 2] cos (n—2)8 


are homogeneous polynomials of degree n which satisfy the equation 


O°» CAG 
(Sat apt za)? =o 


Thus if F7,¢F, then p" cos né and [p"—2(n—1)z2p"~?]-cos(n—2) 6 are 
frame functions. For any 0, (cos @, sin 8, 0), (—sin 8, cos 6, 0) and (0,0,1) 
form a frame of R® so that the functions obtained by putting z=0 are 
frame functions on the unit circle of the x, y plane. Thus cos n@ and 
cos(n —2)6 are both frame functions. By lemma 4.12 this is not possible 
unless n=0 or 2. Thus we must have F¥C(.FAo+F)” 1¢,FA GF o+Fo, 
since ¥, and F, are finite dimensional. We now claim that F¥ =F,+F, 
and that every element of ¥)+.F, isa regular frame function. In fact, F 
consists of the constants which are regular. On the other hand, ¥, 
consists of the quadratic forms (x,y,z) which satisfy 


1.€., 
g(x,y,2) = ax? +by? +027 +2 fyz +2gza +2hay 
with 
a+tb+c=0. 


Thus a function of @ lies in F.+F, if and only if it is of the form 
x—> (Az,x> 


(x is a vector in &), where A is a symmetric matrix of order 3. In other 
words, every element of 4,+¥, is a regular frame function. Thus 
F=F,+F,. This completes the proof that every continuous frame 
function is regular. 


We now take up the proof of the deep lemma that every nonnegative 
frame function on the unit sphere in real three-dimensional space is 
actually continuous. Gleason’s proof of this result is an intricate one based 
on spherical geometry. We shall first introduce some terminology. We 
utilize the usual latitude-longitude coordinates on a sphere. For any 
point p of the unit sphere & of R*, we define the northern hemisphere 
relative to p to be all the points whose latitude @ relative to p as north pole 
satisfies 0 <@<7/2. We shall denote this by N,. Given p, let ¢ be some 
point of N,. Clearly, g#p. Among the great circles which pass through this 
point q there is one whose plane cuts the equator relative to p at points 
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which are orthogonal to q. If the latitude of q is 6, it can be shown that this 
great circle passes through only those points whose latitudes 9 satisfy 
—O<q@<9. It is therefore appropriate to call this the EW great circle 
through q. 

The essence of our argument is contained in the next lemma. To motivate 
this lemma, let us consider in the usual coordinates x, y, z the function 


(x, y, 2) > a7 +y?. 


This is a frame function which is nonnegative and vanishes at the north 
pole p=(0,0,1). It is constant on points with the same latitude. For any 
point g of the northern hemisphere, the points of NV, other than q on the 
EW great circle through gq, have latitudes strictly less than the latitude 
of g, and consequently this frame function reaches its minimum on the 
EW great circle through q, at g. The next lemma asserts that every frame 
function which is nonnegative has this property approximately. 


Lemma 4.14. Let pe & and g be a nonnegative frame function which is 
constant on the equator opposite to p. Then for any q in N, we have: 


(42) 9(9) < 9(x) +9(p) 
for every point x on O, the EW great circle through q. 


Proof. We first assert that if r is any point of N,, then 
(43) g(r) < k+9(p), 


where k is the constant value which g takes on the equator. To see this, 
consider the EW great circle through r. If 7’ is one of the points at which 
this meets the equator, then r | 7’ and hence, 7’ are two points of a possible 
frame. The frame function g being nonnegative, one has: 


g(r) +9(r') < W, 


where W is the weight of g. But if we take any two points a, a’ on the 
equator which are orthogonal, a, a’, p is a frame and, consequently, 


2k+9(p) = W. 
Thus 
g(r) < W—g(r’) < 2k+9(p)—k < k+9(p). 


Suppose now q is an arbitrary point in the northern hemisphere. The 
inequality just now established proves the lemma if x lies on the equator. 
For x below the equator, — x lies above the equator, and, since g(w) =9(—) 
for all wu, it is enough to prove the inequality (42) when x lies on the EW 
great circle C through q and is also situated in the northern hemisphere. 
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Let y be a point on C, orthogonal to 2, and lying in the northern 
hemisphere. We then have, if qg’ is a point where C meets the equator, 


g(x) +9(y) = g(a) +97’) = 9g) +h 
and, since g(y)<k+g(p) by (48), one has: 


g(x) = 9(q) +k—g(y) 
= 9(9)—-9(p), 


which establishes the lemma. 


Lemma 4.15. With p and g as in lemma 4.14, let z be a fixed point in Ny. 
Let M, be the set of points x on N, which have the property that for some 
point y of N, the EW great circle through x contains y and the EW great 
circle through y contains z. Then the intervor of M, 1s nonempty. Moreover, 
for any x of M,, one has: 


(44) g(x) < g(z)+29(p). 


Proof. Since g(x)<g(y)+g(p) and g(y)<g(z)+g9(p), the required in- 
equality follows for all the points 2 in question. It now remains to 
establish that M, contains a nonempty open subset of N,. We use Carte- 
sian coordinates. We can arrange matters so that the coordinates of p are 
(0,0,1), while the coordinates of z are (cos «, 0, sin a). We have 0<a<z7, 
a#7/2. One can easily see that for any point y whose coordinates are 
(€,7,6) (0<¢<1) the EW great circle through y contains z if and only if 


(€7 +?) sin «— & cosa = 0. 


Consider now the function %, where 


$(E,6) = (€2 +7?) sin a— ££ cos a. 


This is greater than 0 on the equator. On the other hand, there are 
points of NV, for which it is <0. Therefore, if we define A to be the set of 
points 


A = {(&,n,):0<f<1, $(&,n,£) < 0}, 


then A is a nonempty open subset of N,. Suppose x lies in A. Then 
(x) <0 while the EW great circle through x meets the equator at a point 
at which ¢ is positive. Since % is continuous, there must be a point y on 
the EW great circle through x at which % vanishes; thus z € M,. In other 
words, Ac M,. This proves the lemma. 


Lemma 4.16. With p and g as in lemma 4.14, let y>0 be a positive number 


such that 9(p) <4. Then there exists a point q of N, and an open set M around 
q such that 


(45) 0 < sup g(w)— inf g(u) < 3n. 


ueM ueM 
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Proof. Define b=inf,-y, g(u). Then b>0. Choose ze N, such that 
b<g(z)<6+y. Consider the set M,. By lemma 4.15, M, has a nonempty 
interior and for every point x of M, one has: 


g(x) < g(z)+2n, 
that is, 
b < g(x) < 64+3n. 


Let q be any point in the interior M of M,. Then &M is an open neighbor- 
hood of g and 
0 < sup g(u)— inf g(u) < 3n. 
ueM ueM 


This proves the lemma. 


Lemma 4.17. Let f be any nonnegative frame function and r any point 
such that for some open neighborhood M of r we have: 


(46) 0 < sup f(u)— inf f(u) < «. 
ueM ueM 
Then for every point s of & there 1s an open neighborhood M, of s such that 
(47) 0 < sup f(u)— inf f(u) < 4c. 
ueM, ueMs 


Proof. Use coordinates so that r appears as the north pole. Let ¢ be any 
point on the equator opposite 7. Since M is an open neighborhood of 7, 
we can assume that every point whose latitude is > (7/2)— 6) belongs to 
M, 8, being a suitable angle in ]0,7/2[. Consider now a point wu due south 
of t and latitude —40,. Then by continuity it is clear that there exists an 
open set M, around t with the following property: if k is any point of M,, 
then, on the great circle through u and k, there are points orthogonal to u 
and k, respectively, which are situated in M. Let k, k’ be two points of M,, 
and C, C’ the respective great circles through u, k and u, k’. Let x, y and 
x’, y’ be pairs of points, respectively, on these two great circles such that 


x,y, x,y EM, 
alu, yuk, 2 iw y | k. 
We then have: 
f(a) +f(u) = f(A) +f(y), 
fla’) +f(u) = fk’) +f(y’). 


Subtracting and rearranging, we have: 


fe) fk] < |f@)-f@EV+fM-fY)I 
< 2a, 
so that 
0 < sup f(u)— inf f(u) < 2a. 


ueM;, ueM;, 
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If s is any point of &, there exists a point t of € such that t is on the equator 
opposite r and s is on the equator opposite ¢. Applying the preceding 
argument twice, we see that there is an open set M, around s such that 


0 < sup f(u)— inf f(u) < 4. 


ueMs ueMs 
This proves the lemma. 


Lemma 4.18. Let f be a nonnegative frame function on &. Then f 1s 
continuous. 


Proof. Let «>0 be a given positive number. We shall prove that every 
point of & has a neighborhood in which the oscillation of f is at most e. 
Since a constant is a continuous frame function, we can, by subtracting 
the infimum of f (over &) from f, assume without any loss of generality 
that 

inf f(u) = 0. 

ue€ 
Let »>0 and p a point such that f(p)<7/2. Let o be the rotation around 
the z-axis with p~ as north pole through an angle 7/2. Let the frame function 
g be defined by 


g(x) = f(x) +f (ox). 


g is nonnegative, and at p we have: 
g(p) < 93 


moreover, g is constant on the equator. By lemma 4.16 there exists a 
point q of the northern hemisphere and some neighborhood M, of q 
such that 


0 < sup g(u)— inf g(u) < 3n. 


ueMg ueMg 
By lemma 4.17 there exists an open set M, around p such that 


0 < sup g(u)— inf g(w) < 12n. 


ueMy ueMp 
Since g(p)<7, we have: 
0 < sup g(w) < 13y. 


ueMp 


Since 0<f(w) <g(u) for all u, we have: 


0 < sup f(u) < 13y 


ueMp 
and hence we have: 


0 < sup f(u)— a f(u) < 13». 


ueMp 
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Applying lemma 4.17 again, we see that every point of & has a neigh- 
borhood over which the oscillation of f is at most 52y. If we choose 
n=e/52, we are through. 


Lemma 4.19, Let # be a real separable Hilbert space of dimension at 
least 3. Then every nonnegative frame function f on the unit sphere & of # 
is regular. 


Proof. Since every two-dimensional subspace L of # can be imbedded 
in a three-dimensional subspace, it follows from lemma 4.18 that the 
restriction of f to the unit sphere &(L) of L is regular, and consequently 
there is a unique symmetric bilinear form on L x L, say B,, such that 


(48) B,(u,u) = f(u) 
for all ue &(L). We shall now define a real valued function B on Wx # 


as follows. Let x and y be two vectors of # and L a two-dimensional 
subspace containing x and y. We define 

(49) Bix,y) = B,(x,y). 

Clearly, B(x,y) is well defined if x and y are linearly independent, since 
in this case L is unique; or if one or both of them is zero, since we then 
have B,(x,y)=0 for any such L. If x and y were dependent and neither 
is zero, then they span a one-dimensional subspace. If L, and L, are two 
two-dimensional subspaces containing x and y, then both L, and L, are 
contained in a three-dimensional subspace, say M. Let C be a symmetric 
bilinear form on M x M such that 


C(a,a) = f(a) 
for all vectors a in &(M). The restrictions of C to L,x LD, and L,x Lz 
are symmetric bilinear forms whose quadratic forms coincide with f on 
the unit spheres of L, and Lg, respectively. Since B,, and B,, also have 
this property, we conclude that 
B,, (x,y) = C(x,y), 
B,, (x,y) = C(x,y), 


which proves that B(x,y) is well defined. Moreover, we have 


(50) B(x,) = f(z) 


for all unit vectors z in #. We now claim that B is bilinear. The homo- 
geneity of B as well as its symmetry involves only two vectors and so 
follows from the homogeneity and symmetry of B,. To complete the proof 
of the bilinearity (in view of the symmetry of B), it is enough to show that 


B(x, y+2) = B(x,y) + B(z,z) 
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for any three vectors x, y, z. Let M be a three-dimensional subspace 
containing a, y and z. Let L,, L., L; be two-dimensional subspaces of 
containing, respectively, x, y; x, z; and x, y+z. Let C be a symmetric 
bilinear form on M x M such that C(u,w)=f(u) for all unit vectors u in M. 
Then we see at once that 


O(x,y) = B,,(%,y), C(a,2) = By, (%,y) 
and 
C(x, y+z) = B,,(&, y+2). 


Since C is bilinear, we have: 
Bix, yt+2) = Br,(@, y +2) 
= C(x, y +2) 
= CO(x,y) +O(z,z) 
= B,,(%,y) + Br, (&,2) 
= B(z,y)+ B(z,z), 
which proves the bilinearity of B. 


Since 
O<— baz) a4 


for all x with |z||=1, x, y—> B(x,y) is a bounded bilinear form. Thus there 
exists a bounded, self-adjoint operator U such that for all z, yin # 


B(x,y) = (Ux,y), 
f(x) = <U2,x). 
Thus we have proved that f is regular. 

We now proceed to the case of Hilbert spaces over D, where D may 
either be the complex number field or the quaternion division ring. Let 
H be a Hilbert space over D. A closed R-linear manifold S of # is called 
completely real if the inner product <., .> in # x # takes real values on 
S x S; equivalently, if and only if there is an orthonormal set {e;} such that 
S is the closure of the real linear combinations of the e,. 


Lemma 4.20. Let & be a real separable Hilbert space, and f, a regular 
nonnegative frame function of weight W. Then for all a,beB with 
jal] = [| =1, 

(51) | fol) —folb)| < 2Wa—b]. 

Proof. There is an operator 7’, of trace class and self-adjoint such that 

<Tc,c> =fo(c) for all unit vectors c. Then 


| fo(4) —fo(b)| = |<Ta,a>—<Tb,b>| 


= |«T(a—6), (a+5)>| 
< 2||T||-|a¢—5}. 
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But 0<<T¢c,c> < W for all unit vectors c so that | 7] <W. Thus 


|fo(4) —fo(b)| < 2W|la—d]. 


Lemma 4.21, Let # be a Hilbert space over D of finite dimension n. If f 
ws a nonnegative frame function which is regular on each completely real 
subspace, then f is regular. 


Proof. We prove this by induction on n. For n=1, the lemma is trivial. 
Let n>1. Let d=sup,,,-; f(w) and {x,} a sequence of points on @, the 
unit sphere of #, such that f(x,) > d. We may assume, in view of the 
compactness of the unit sphere, that x, — y, ||y||=1. We first show that 
f(y)=d. Let A,=|<y,7,>|—1<y,2,>. Since z,—>y, A,—>1. The inner 
product <A,2%,,y> is real and consequently A,x, and y span, over R, a 
completely real subspace. We now have, if W is the weight of f, 


f(y) —4| Ss lf(y) =F (Ages) | Be lf (An®n) — | 
< 2W|y—Aenl| +|f(n)—4|, 


since f, by hypothesis, is regular when restricted to the completely real 
subspace spanned by A,2,, y, and f(x,)=f(Antn) (|A,]=1). This shows 
that f(y) =d. 

Let us now extend the function f to a function F defined on all of # 
by setting 


as F _ 0 y= 0. 
id =e, » #0 


Clearly for ce D, 

(53) F(cv) = |c|?F(v). 

We now assert that if u is any vector of # orthogonal to y, then 
(54) F(ey+u) = |c|’d + F(u) 


for allc € D. Let L be the two-dimensional real linear manifold spanned by 
y and uw. This is completely real. f is regular on its unit sphere so that fis the 
restriction to L of a nonnegative definite quadratic form Q. But y is the 
point at which the maximum of the quadratic form is reached and w is 
orthogonal to y in L. Thus the matrix of the quadratic form Q is diagonal 
with respect to the basis {y,u} of L, and consequently we have, whenever 
y and r’ are two real numbers, 


F(ryt+r'u) = |r|?d+ |r’ |? F(u). 


It is to be noted that w here is an arbitrary vector orthogonal to y. 
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Suppose now that v is any vector orthogonal to y and c40 an element 
from D, not necessarily real. We have: 


F(cy+v) = F(c(y+e~*)) 
= |cl/?F(y+c~*v) 
= |c/?F(y+|c|~*|cle~ 0), 
but w=|c|c~4v is a vector orthogonal to y. Thus 
F(y+c-1v) = d+|e|~?.F(|clc~*v) 
= d+ |c|~?F(v), 
proving that 
F(cy+v) = |c|/*d+ F(v). 

The restriction of f to the orthogonal complement % of y is a frame 
function, which, on %, has the same properties as f. Suppose we assume 
the present lemma to be true for all Hilbert spaces of dimension k<n. 
Then F restricted to “ is regular by the induction hypothesis and hence 
there is an orthonormal basis {e,,---,€,_,} for # and real numbers 
d,,---,d,_,2>0 such that 


F(eye, + aa +e ene a) Sad |e, |?d, + wok +|¢,-1|?@n-4 


for all c,,---,c,-,;€D. By the proof given in the previous paragraph, 
this means that 


P(cy +c,€; ate +0, —1€n-1) = \c|?d + |e, |?d, + ee te (Cpe lacus 


which shows that f is the restriction to the unit sphere of the regular 
frame function fy, where U is the operator defined by Uy=dy, Ue, =d,e,, 
j=1, 2,---,n—1. This proves the lemma. 


Lemma 4.22. Let # be a separable Hilbert space over D which is one of 
R, C, or H of dimension at least 3 and f a nonnegative frame function on the 
unit sphere & of #. Then f is regular. 


Proof. Since the dimension of # is at least 3, it follows that the re- 
striction of f to any completely real subspace is regular. Only the case 
dim # = 00 remains. Lemma 4.21 is applicable to any finite dimensional 
subspace of #. Thus for any finite dimensional subspace S of # there 
is an operator Us; which is an endomorphism of 8, bounded, self-adjoint, 
and >0 such that 


IQ) =a (ceS8, |x) = 1). 


The uniqueness of U; implies that if S, < So, (Us x,y) =U, 2,y> if x,y eS,. 
This implies in the usual way that there exists a symmetric semi-bilinear 
form on # x #, say, B such that 


B(x,x) = f(x) 
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for all x with |x] =1. Since 0 < B(z,x)<1, there exists a bounded, non- 
negative, self-adjoint operator U such that 


(Ue,z> = Bix,x) = f(2). 
This proves the lemma. 


Theorem 4.23 (Gleason [1]). Let W be the convex set of all von Neumann 
operators of unit trace on a separable Hilbert space # of dimension at least 
3 (possibly infinite) over D. Then the map 


(55) U>py (UEW) 


(where py is defined by (30)) is a convext isomorphism of W onto the convex 
set SF of all states of the logic #. A state pe S is pure if and only if p=p, 
for a unit vector u of H, p, being defined as in (25). p, =p, if and only if 
for some c ED with |\c| =1, v=cu. In particular, the pure states of F are in 
natural one-one correspondence with the rays of #. 


Proof. That U — py is an isomorphism of W onto # is immediate 
from lemma 4.22. Next we shall obtain a description of the pure states 
of #. For any vector ue # with ,u =1, let p, be the state of defined 
by 

pM) = ||PMul? (Me £). 
We assert that p, is a pure state. Let U, be the projection on the one- 
dimensional space D-w. Clearly p,(/) =tr(P™U,) so that 


Pu = Puy: 
To prove that p, is pure, let p,, p. be states of & such that 
(56) Py = Up, +(1—a)po, 


where 0<a<1. Since U — Py is a one-one convex map of W onto the 
set of all states, there are (unique) elements U,, Uz ¢ W such that p,=py, 
(j=1,2) and hence 


(57) u,. = aU,+(1—a)U,. 


Since (U,a,2>>0 for all xe #, j=0, 1, 2, and since (Uo2,2>=0 if x is 
orthogonal to wu, we conclude from (57) that for x_|u, (U;#,2>=0 (j=1, 2). 
Now U, is >0 and hence there is a bounded self-adjoint V; such that 
V,2=U, and we have <Uj2,x) =||V,z||?. This implies that V;«=0 for all 
x orthogonal to u and, consequently, that U,«=0 for all x orthogonal to wu. 
Since U, is self-adjoint, this implies that U;=c,U) for some constant 


+ If A and B are convex subsets of two vector spaces over the real number field 
and if wis a map of A into B, we say that u is convex if u (ax + by) =au(z) + bu(y) for 
x,yeA, 0<a,b<1 anda+b=l. 
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e,(j=1, 2), and c;=1 as tr(U,)=1. Therefore U,=U,=U,, which proves 
that p, is a pure state. Conversely let Up ¢ W be such that py, is a pure 


state. If a,,---.@,,°-: (20, a,+a@,+ ---=1) are the eigenvalues of Us, 
and U,, Uo,+-*, U,,*** corresponding eigenvectors of norm 1, then 
(58) Puy = > InPup: 

n 


As py, is pure, (58) implies that all but one of the a, must be 1, the rest 
being 0. This shows that py, =p,, for some j. 


Remark. From theorem 4.23 we can obtain at once an important charac- 
terization of the principle of superposition of pure states. Let {u,} be a 
family of unit vectors of # and let us write p, for p,,. Let p=p, be a 
pure state and let M be the smallest closed linear manifold containing all 
the u,. If p is a superposition of the collection {p,}, then p(M+)=0 as 
p,(M+)=0 for all «. Hence ue M. On the other hand, if ue M, then for 
any Ne # having the property that p,(N)=0 for all a, p(N)=0, since 
any such AN is contained in M+. In other words, p,, is a superposition of the 
family {p,,,} if and only if wu lies in the smallest closed lear manifold of 
H# containing all the u,. Thus, if we make the assumption that the logic 
of the physical system © is standard, the pure states can be identified with 
the points of an infinite dimensional projective geometry with the principle of 
superposition translating into the usual concept of linear dependence of points. 

Our next object is to discuss the nature of the statistics of one or more 
observables associated with the standard logic ¥&. We begin with the 
following theorem: 


Theorem 4.24. Let 2(E —> x(E)) be an observable associated with £, U 
a von Neumann operator on # of trace 1 and py, the state M — tr(P”U) 
of &. Let A, be the self-adjoint operator on # which corresponds to x. If f 
ws any real Borel function bounded on the spectrum of x, f ox is a bounded 
observable and 


(59) E(fox| py) = tr(f(Az)U). 


If x 1s nonnegative, sois A,and then &(x| py) exists if and only if B= Al/2U1/2 
ws an everywhere defined, bounded operator of Hilbert-Schmidt class; in this 
case 


(60) &(2| py) = tr(B*B). 


If x 1s arbitrary, then x has finite variance in the state py if and only if 
A,U*" is an everywhere defined, bounded operator of Hilbert-Schmidt class. 
In this case, (60) reduces to 


(61) &(2| py) = tr(U2?A,0%), 
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In particular, of u is a unit vector in H and p, is the state M —> || Pull? 
of &, x has a variance in the state p, if and only if u¢ B(A,);t in this case, 


(62) E(x| py) = <A,uu). 


Proof. If S is the spectrum of x and K =(f[8])~, the closure of f[S], then 
(fo x)(K)=#; and as K is compact, this proves that y=f o x is bounded. 
The spectral measure of the operator A, is the measure H > Q,- 1:2, where 
Q is the spectral measure of A,. Thus A,=f(A,) in the usual sense of the 
functional calculus of self-adjoint operator on #. This proves (59) at once. 

We next take up the more delicate questions involving possibly un- 
bounded x. Let x be any nonnegative observable i.e., x([0,0o[)=%, 
associated with #. Then A, is a nonnegative, self-adjoint operator. We 
denote by A}’? the unique, nonnegative, self-adjoint operator C such that 
C?=A,. Let U be any von Neumann operator of unit trace on # such 
that &(z|py)<o0o. Let Q(H +@Q,) be the spectral measure of A, and 
k(#)=tr(Q,U). Clearly k([0,oo[)=1 and 


&(2| py) = iL tdk(t). 


If pe# is any unit vector, (Q,U19,U)"p) <tr(U*Q,U1) =k(Z); 
hence, on writing $= U?1/9, 


i * (#2)2dkey(t) < 00, 
0 


where k, is the measure EH — <Q;i,4. This implies that » lies in the 
domain of A1/?. In other words, Ai/?U1/? is everywhere defined. Since 
A1!? is closed and U'? is bounded, it is easily seen that A1l/?U1/? is closed. 
Consequently, B= A1/?U1/? is a bounded operator. To prove that B is of 
Hilbert-Schmidt class it is enough to prove that >, || By,||?<0o for some 
orthonormal basis of #. Let {p,} be an orthonormal basis of # such that 
Ug, =a,9, for all n; then a,>0, >, @,=1. Let k,(£Z)=<(Qr¢n,9,>. Then 
each k,, is a probability measure and k=), a,k,. But 


> | Boal? = > onl) 42 e, 2 
= >a, [ (1212)2 dal t) 
2 » ot, [ tdle,(t) 


= I * tdk(t) 
0 
SS (008 


+ DL) is the domain of the linear transformation L. 
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For the converse, if B= A1/?U1/? is defined everywhere and is a bounded 
Hilbert-Schmidt operator, we have, using the above notation, 


tr(B*B) = > | Bo, ||? = > a, { tdk,(t) < 00. 
n n 0 
But then, by Fatou’s lemma, 
i tdk(t) = &(a\py) < 0. 
10) 


At the same time, the above argument proves that 
E(x|py) = tr(B*B). 

Next we consider the case of finite variance. We use the same notation. 
x has a finite variance in the state py if and only if (ee t?dk(t) < oo. Pro- 
ceeding exactly as before, we conclude that if this condition is satisfied, 
D=A,U'! is an everywhere defined operator of Hilbert-Schmidt class. 
Note that, if a,>0, 9,=a,1/2U1"p, so that », € G(A,). In this case, 
<AzPnPn> = ie tdk,(t) by standard spectral theory. Now, U1/?D is a 
bounded operator and, being symmetric, is self-adjoint. As U1/? is also 
Hilbert-Schmidt, U1/2D is of trace class. We then obtain 


tr(U/2D) = yy (A,U'29,,U!29,) 


>  4n6ArPa Pr? 


Nidn >0 


2 An | - tdk,,(t) 


2 i ” tdk(t). 


- 0c 


This proves (61). For proving the converse, let A,U+/? = D be everywhere 
defined and of Hilbert-Schmidt class. We want to prove that 


i tdk(t) < 00. 
Write, for any Borel set Hc R', 
k,(£) — <Q,U*"o,, Ute. 


Then 
k(E) = tr(U2?Q,U»?) 
= 2 bald) 
and 
yy IL dk, (t => | 4,09]? 
< ©. 


It follows once again by Fatou’s lemma that i ned t?dk(t) < 00 
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For the last part, let U be the projection on the one-dimensional space 
spanned by g. Then U*/?=U and A,U1? is defined everywhere if and 
only if pe G(A,); in this case, it is easily seen that A,U?/? has at most 
one-dimensional range and tr(U*/?4,,U"?)=<(A,9,> as ||p, =1. Theorem 
4,24 is completely proved. 


We next come to the analysis of the joint statistics of several observ- 
ables. For simplicity we deal only with bounded observables. Let x, 
(1<j<k) be bounded observables associated with ¥. Let A, be the 
bounded self-adjoint operator which corresponds to 2,. If ¢,, co, ---,¢, € D 
are real numbers, and c=(c,,---,¢,), A(e)=c,A,+---+¢,A, is also 
a bounded self-adjoint operator. Let H > Q(c; E) be the spectral measure 
of A(c). If pe # is a unit vector, and if we define g,(c; EZ) by 


(63) qo(e; H) = |Q(c; E)p|?, 
9,(c;*) is a probability measure on @(R1). We say that the observables 
{x,,---,2%,} have joint statistical distributions if for each unit vector 


pe#, there exists a probability measure g, on @(R*) such that for all 
vectors c = (¢,,°**,¢,) of R* and all He A(R), 


(64) Yo(E(e)) = 9o(c; F), 
where 
(65) E(e) = {(ty,-++, &) 2 Cyt +--+ te, € E}. 


The sets E(e) are the ‘‘half-spaces” in R*. Since any D-valued measure 
on &(R*) is uniquely determined by its values on the sets of the form 
E(c), it follows that q,, if it exists at all, is unique. Obviously, the above 
sense is a quite conservative one in which we may speak of the statistics 
of the observables {x,,---, x,}; the probability measure q, will then be 
the joint distribution of {z,,---, x,} under the state of Y determined by 
g. We shall now prove the following theorem (Varadarajan [1)). 


Theorem 4.25. With the notations described above, {x,,---, x,,} have joint 
statistical distributions if and only if the operators A,(1<j<k) commute 
with one another. 


Proof. If the A; commute with one another, the observables 2, are 
simultaneously observable and hence there exists, by theorem 3.17, a 
a-homomorphism f of #(R*) into # such that 


(66) B(7,~*(E)) = 2,(£) 

for all He @(R!) andj =1, 2,--:, k, x; being the projection (t,, +++, t,) > ¢; 
of R* into R!. If we define for a unit vector pe#, and He @(R*), 

(67) qo(H) = || PPo|?, 

then (63) and (64) are satisfied. Thus {z,, -- -, 2} possess joint distributions. 
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We now proceed to prove the converse. If {x,,---, %,} possess joint 
distributions, it is obvious that for 7,7 <k, iA), {x;,x,;} have joint distri- 
butions. We may (and do) therefore assume that k=2 and prove that 
A,A,=A,A,. For any p¢ # which is nonzero, we write $=(||||)~* 
and define q,=\|7|’¢y°q> 18 a nonnegative measure on ZB(R?) and 
Q(R?) =||y|?. Set qy=0. We now define the D-valued measure q,, ,,, for 
an arbitrary pair of vectors @, q’, as follows: 


Vo,0° = 2(Go+0'—Vo-o') (D = R), 
(68) do,o = 4(do+0 —Yo-o' +19 -io+0'— 4-190’) (D = C), 


3 
do,o = 1(tor0—Yo-0+ > (1-100 4-40-erie] (D = Q). 
r=1 


We assert that for each MeA(R?), the map 9, 9’ > y,¢(M) is bounded 
and x-bilinear on # x #. To verify this, let @,, g., p ¢# and let us 
write 

v(M) = UO +eg.o de. (11) — goa): 
then v is a D-valued measure on &(R?). However, if MZ=E(e), where 
Ee A@(R!), then g,(M)=<(Q(e; E)g,p) and hence from (68) we infer that 


qo,o(E(c)) = <Q(e; E)p,9’>. 

Consequently, v(M)=0 whenever M = E(c). Hence v=0. Similar arguments 
complete the proof that », g’ > qo,o(M) is *-bilinear. Since 

O< Jo,o(M) ss lp\l?, 
it is clear that , gy’ > qo,o(M) is a bounded form. We can now use a 
well known theorem to construct a unique bounded self-adjoint operator 
Py such that 

qo,o(M) = <Pugyy’>. 


Clearly, 0<Py<J for all M, P,=0, and P,2=J. Moreover, as 
M — qo,o(M) is a measure, Py, is additive over disjoint sets M, i.e., if 
M,, M,,:-: are pairwise disjoint Borel sets of R? and M=\_), M,, 


<Pug.p’> = > <Pu, 7.9") 
n=1 
We note also, as qo.(M@)>0, that for M,<cM,, Py, <Py,. Finally, if 
M=E(c), P,,=Q(c; LE). To complete the proof we need another lemma. 


Lemma 4.26. Let B be a nonnegative self-adjoint operator and 8, T two 
projections such that B<S and B<T. Then B<SAT. 


Proof. Let X and Y be the ranges of S and 7’, respectively, and let 
C= B*”. Since |Cz||? < |/Sz||?, C, and hence B, vanishes on X-. Similarly, 
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B vanishes on Y+ and hence B=0 on (X 1 Y)-B, being self-adjoint, 
therefore leaves XM Y invariant and for xe XO Y, <Ba,z)< |\al|?. 
Thos = BeOS Ss A 7h 

We are now in a position to complete the argument. We must show that 
for any two sets E,, E, in A(R), Q((1,0); E,) and Q((0,1); E,) commute. 
Write Q,=Q((1,0); £,) and Q,=Q((0,1); E,). Since E, x E, ¢ E, xR, we 
have 

Poi xz, S Pe, xr = Q. 
Similarly, 
Pr, xE, & Qo. 


From lemma 4.26 we may conclude that 
Ps. xr <Q A Q2. 
Replacing 2, by R'1— HZ, we obtain 
Pa, xrt—zy SG A (I-Q:). 
The last two relations yield, on addition, 


(69) QO. <1 A G24, A (I-Q2). 


However, Q, AQ, and Q, A (£—@,) are orthogonal projections which are 
both <Q,. Hence we infer from (69) that 


Q: = 91 A Q2t+Q1 A (I—Q2). 


This last equation leads quite simply to the conclusion that Q, and Q, 
commute (cf. lemma 3.7). 

This theorem, taken together with theorem 3.9 may be regarded as 
giving a complete description of the circumstances under which the 
statistics of several observables may be regarded as arising from observables 
with joint distributions. 

We end these remarks with a mention of the concept of the quasi- 
probability distributions, introduced by Wigner [2] and studied extensively 
by Moyal [1]. Let x,, x2,---, x, be bounded observables with A,,---, A; 
as their corresponding operators. We use the same notation as in theorem 
4.25. For fixed y in #, and for a given c, H > Qc; F)=q,(e; £) is a non- 
negative measure on A(R). We define 


(70) 
1 
PCy ta?) = (27)# ie exp {(—1)¥?(cyt, +++ + +extz)}dq,(e; ). 
It is easy to prove that (-; ¢~) is a continuous function of c,,---, ¢, for 


each gp EX and 
|P(c,, een 7) °)| <1. 
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We may therefore introduce its Fourier transform, in the sense of distri- 
butions of Schwartz, say ®(-;@). It is known as the Wigner-Moyal 
quasi-probability distribution of the observables x,,---,%, in the state 
determined by ¢. 


3. THE STANDARD LOGICS: SYMMETRIES 


At the focal point of the axiomatic development of modern physics 
lies the concept of automorphism or symmetry. We have already pointed 
out that the momentum observables of a physical system are inti- 
mately related to one-parameter groups of automorphisms of the con- 
figuration manifold of the system. Moreover, we had described in Chapter 
III how the dynamical group of a physical system can be described by 
a one-parameter group of convex automorphisms of the set of states. It is 
therefore extremely important to examine the concept of an automorphism 
when the logic in question is a standard one. The main purpose of this 
section is to obtain a complete description of the automorphisms associ- 
ated with a standard logic. 

We shall introduce, for this purpose, the notion of a symmetry of a 
Hilbert space #. As always, # is separable and the field of scalars D is 
one of R, C, or H. A mapping 7(a>Tz) of # into itself is said to be a 
symmetry (of #) if (i) T is additive, one-one, and maps # onto itself, 
and (ii) there exists a continuous automorphism 6 of D such that T is 
6-linear and, for allz, ye #, 


(71) (P2,Ty> = ayy’. 
If D=R, then 6 is the identity and the symmetries are none other than 
the unitary operators of #. If D=C, then @ is either the identity or the 
conjugation; in the former case, 7' is unitary, whereas in the latter case 7 
is anti-unitary. If D=H, then there exists a ceD such that |c|=1 and 
d®=cdc~? for all d ED; in this case, 
Tei (Caca aye 
and 
IU re ooo. 
Equation (71) implies that 
|x| = [le 
|KTx,Py>| = |<x,y>| 


In the general case of (71) we shall call T 6-wnitary. The symmetries of 
H form a group; if 7, is 6;-unitary(j=1,2), 7,7. is 6, 6,-unitary and Pysdais 
§,~*-unitary. The unitary (linear) operators of # form a normal subgroup 


(x, YER). 
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U(H#) of the group of all symmetries. We shall write S(#) for the group 
of symmetries. The map which associates with any 6-unitary 7’, the auto- 
morphism 6 of D, is a homomorphism of S(#) onto the group Aut(D) of 
all continuous automorphisms of D. Since the kernel of this map is Y(#), 
we have: 


(72) S(#?)|U(H#) ~ Aut(D). 


Note finally that if 7 is a symmetry and ¢ € D is such that |c|=1, cT is a 
symmetry. 


Theorem 4.27. Let # be a separable infinite dimensional Hilbert space 
over D. Let a(M -—> M*) be an automorphism of the logic &. Then, there 
exists a symmetry T of H such that 


(73) M«=T[M]) (Me). 


If T’ is a symmetry such that (73) is satosfied for all M, then there exists a 
ce D with |\c|=1 such that T’=cT. Finally if T is any symmetry of #, 
M —> T[M] ts an automorphism of the logic #. 


Proof. It is quite trivial to check that if 7 is a symmetry of #, 
M — T(M] is an automorphism of the logic #. 

Suppose now that «(M — M*) is an automorphism of the logic #. Let 
F be a linear manifold, chosen once for all, such that dim F=3. By 
theorem 2.1 there exists an automorphism @ of D and a 6@-linear iso- 
morphism L,, of F onto F%, such that for any linear manifold Mc F, 


M* = L,[{M). 


Let us define ¥ to be the collection of all finite dimensional linear mani- 
folds G which contain F. We claim that for each Ge¥ there exists 
a unique 6-linear isomorphism L, of G onto G* such that 


(74) Lou = Lou (we F) 
and 
(75) Me | (MW = G): 


In fact, by theorem 2.1 there exists an automorphism 6’ of D and a 
6’-linear isomorphism L’ of G onto G* such that M*= L'[M] for all linear 
manifolds McG. Since M*=L'[M])=L,[M] for all linear manifolds 
MCF, we conclude from the same theorem that there exists a nonzero 
cé€D such that (i) L’u=cLou for all we F, and (ii) a” =ca’c~* for all 
aeD. If we write L,=c"1L’, then Lg is a @-linear isomorphism of G 
onto G* satisfying (74) and (75). The uniqueness of Lg follows from (74) 
and (75). 
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Since Lg is uniquely determined by (74) and (75), it follows quite easily 
that there exists a 6-linear map L of # into itself such that 


(76) In = Leu (weG, GeF). 


We claim that L is one-one and maps # onto itself. 

To prove that L is one-one, let re # and La=0. Evidently, ve G 
for some Ge ¥ and Lx= L,x=0. Therefore x =0 as Lg is an isomorphism. 
If ye # there is a Ge F such that y € G* and once again, as Lg maps 
G onto G*, there will exist an x €G such that La=y. Since any Me & 
with finite dimension is contained in some element of F, we see that L 
is a 6-linear isomorphism of W onto itself such that 


(77) “M*=L[M]  (dimM < o). 


Let now Ge F¥. Since « preserves orthogonal complementation, it 
follows that for 2, y¢G, <x,y>=0 if and only if <Zz,Ly>=0. Thus, the 
semi-bilinear forms 2, y — <a, y> and x, y > (Lax,Ly>°-» of Gx G@ induce 
the same polarity of the geometry of subspaces of G, and hence there exists, 
by virtue of theorem 2.3, a unique dg #0 in D such that 


«La, Ly> = <x,y>*dg (2, y € G). 


Since G € F is arbitrary and since dg is uniquely determined for each G, 
it follows that dg is independent of G and that 


(78) (Lx,Ly> = <a,yy*d (2, ye #) 


for a nonzero de D. 

We now show that @ is continuous. This is obvious for D=R or H, 
since @ is the identity in the former case and is an inner automorphism 
in the latter. Consider now the case D = C. If @ is not continuous, there 
exists a sequence {c,} in D such that c, 0, but |c,°| > oo. Choose an 
orthonormal infinite sequence {e, : n=1, 2,---} in # and let z,=ne,. By 
replacing c, by a subsequence if necessary, we may assume that 


(79) || Le,,||/|c,°| > 0 (n.— 00). 
Write 


Since c,* — 0, z is well defined in #. Clearly, z#0. Then, <x,,z)=c, and 
hence, for all n, u,=<z,z>~1z—c,~ 1a, is orthogonal to z. Consequently, 
from (78) we obtain, for all n, 


(fe iz = 0. 
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This implies, on simplification, that 
(80) (<2,2)9)~*< Lz, Lz) = (¢,°)~*« La, Lz) 
for all n. But 
(cn?) *| |< Lan, Le>| < Jen?|-*|| Ler, | Le, 


which tends to zero by virtue of our assumption (79). Hence (80) implies 
that <Lz,Lz>=0 or z=0. This contradiction shows that @ is continuous. 

We are now ready to complete the proof of theorem 4.27. Since @ is 
continuous, it follows that for any real number 7, 7°=r. Hence we see, by 
putting x=y in (78), that d is a positive real number. Write T=d-1/?L, 
Then T is a 6-linear isomorphism of # onto itself such that 


(81) (Tx,Ty> = <x,yy® 


and 
G17 ad WS al (MeL, dim M < o). 


Since || T'x|=||z||, T is an isometry and is hence continuous. It follows 
therefore that 
Me = Ti) (MeL). 


The remaining statements are easy consequences of theorem 2.3. 
Therefore, we omit their easy verifications. The proof of theorem 4.27 is 
complete. 


We shall say that T induces a if (71) is satisfied. 


Corollary 4.28. Jf D=R or H, then any automorphism a of £ is induced 
by a unitary operator of #. If D=C, then a? is induced by a unitary operator. 


Proof. For D= R there is nothing to prove. If D=H and 7, is a 6-unitary 
operator inducing a where @ is the automorphism 


d —> cde~1(\c| = 1), 


T=c~1T, is a unitary operator inducing a. If D=C and « is induced by a 
x-unitary 7',, T,? is unitary and induces a?. 


In the physical literature it is customary to prove the above theorem in 
a somewhat different formulation (cf. Wigner [3]). To motivate Wigner’s 
formulation we must introduce the notion of transition probabilities. Let 
r, r’ be rays in # and 9g, oy’ unit vectors in r and r’, respectively. Then 
|<@,p’>|? evidently depends only on r and r’ and not on ¢ and 9g’. We 
denote it by [r,r’]. It is called the transition probability between the 
states p and p’ which correspond (cf. theorem 4.23) to the rays r and r’. 
If a physical system G is in the state p, [r,r’] is the probability that it will 
be actually found in the state p’ when an experiment is performed to 
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decide whether it is in the state p’ or not. We shall define a physical 
symmetry associated with the logic ¥ to be any one-one map o(r — r*) of 
the set of all rays of # onto itself with the property that 


(82) [r*,e*)] = [xr] 


for all rays r, r’. The following theorem describes the natural connection 
between physical symmetries and symmetries of #. 


Theorem 4.29. (Wigner [3]). Let # be a separable infinite dimensional 
Hilbert space over D and T a symmetry of #. Then r > T{r] 1s a physical 
symmetry associated with £. Conversely, let a(r — r%) be any one-one map 
of the set & of all the rays of H# onto itself with the property that r |r’ if 
and only if r* | _r'%: Then, « is a physical symmetry associated with f#, 
and there exists a symmetry T of # such that r*=T{r] for allre&. T is 
determined by a up to multiplication by a number cE D with |c|=1. 


Proof. If T is a symmetry of #, |(Tx,Ty>| =|<x,y>| for all xz, ye #. 
From this we conclude easily that r— 7[r] is a physical symmetry 
associated with &. We now examine the converse. Let a(r —~ r%) be any 


one-one map of # onto itself which preserves orthogonality. For any 
subset A of & let 


(83) At ier*: ve Al 

(84) [A] = {e:xeH,xer for somer in 4}, 
and 

(85) A= {rir jor  forallereaAr 


We shall first prove that if A ¢# is such that M=[A] is a closed linear 
manifold of #, i.e., if A is the set of all rays of a closed linear manifold 
M of #, then [A?*| is also a closed linear manifold. To prove this, we note 
that as M =[A] is a closed linear manifold, a ray r belongs to A if and only 
if re(A+)*. But as a preserves orthogonality, this means that a ray 
r’e¢ A® if and only if r’ €(A+*)+, ie., A*=(A+*)+. But for any subset 
SCZ, the set [S*] is a closed linear manifold. Consequently [A“] is a closed 
linear manifold. 

We now set up a correspondence, also denoted by «, between elements 
of &. For any M € #, let A be the set of all rays r such that r¢ M; we set: 


(86) M* = [A+]. 


The argument of the preceding paragraph has shown that M*e Y. By 
very definition it is clear that «(M — M*) is an order-preserving map of 
¥. Since rc M+ if and only if r is orthogonal to all rays contained in M, 
it follows that (M+)*=(M*)+. Thus « preserves orthogonality. These 
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results applied to the map a~' of @ show that the map M-—> M@~» 
defined by (86) is the inverse of the map M > M* of ¥. Consequently, 
we may conclude that M— M* is a lattice automorphism of & which 
preserves orthogonality. 

By theorem 4.27 there exists a symmetry 7' of # such that M¢*=T[M] 
for all Me Y. But then r*=T{r] for all rays r showing that r—>r* is a 
physical symmetry associated with Y. Since any automorphism of Y 
is determined by its restriction to the set of all one-dimensional subspaces 
of #, it is clear that 7 is determined by the map a of Z up to multipli- 
cation by a number ce D with |c|=1. This completes the proof of the 
theorem. 


In Chapter IIT we introduced the concept of a convex automorphism 
of the set of all states. We shall describe all such automorphisms of the 
set of states of a standard logic. 

Let 7T' be a symmetry of the Hilbert space 7, and W the convex set of 
all bounded, nonnegative, self-adjoint operators U of trace class with 
tr(U)=1. For any U € W let a7(U) be defined by 


(87) op(U) = TUT-?. 


Lemma 4.30. Let U € W and let T be a symmetry of #. Then a7(U) EW 
and U —-«a,(U) is a convex automorphism of W. Moreover, T > ar is a 
homomorphism of the group of symmetries of H «into the group of convex 
automorphisms of W. 


The proof is a routine verification. We leave it to the reader. 


If T is a symmetry of # and if we set, for Ue W, 


(88) &7(Py) = Papiuys 


where py is the state M — tr(P™U) of #, then the map py > a7(py) is a 
convex automorphism of %. We shall prove that any convex auto- 
morphism of Y is of this form. Let W , denote the set of all von Neumann 
operators on #. Clearly, WCW ,. If T,,T,ceW,, we write T,<T, to 
mean T,—T,>0. 


Lemma 4.31. Let « be a convex automorphism of W. Then there exists a 
unique one-one map «~ of W , onto itself such that 


(i) a(U)=a~(U) (UEW), 


(ii) @~(¢;A,+CgAg) = Ca~ (A) +C2u~ (AQ) 
(A,, A2gEW «, C1, C, real numbers >0); 


(89) 


a™~ has then the property: 


(iii) tr(a~(A)) =tr(A) (AEW,), 


7 (iv) 7,5 T, ifandonlyif «~(T,) s «~(T3). 
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Proof. Define «~(0)=0. If TeW, and 740, t=tr(T)>0, and 
t-1TeW, we then put 


(90) a~(T) = tat). 


It is trivial to check that «~ has the properties described in the lemma. 
The uniqueness of «~ follows from the fact that the property (ii) of a~ 
implies (90). Equation (90) implies that tr(«~(Z7'))=tr(7), proving (iii). 
Finally, let 7’, < T.. Then 


a~ (Tg) = «~(T;)+a~(T2—T ) 2 «~(T) 


as a~(T,—7,)€W , and is hence >0. Conversely, let «~(7',)<a~(T3). 
Since «~ maps W , onto itself, «~(7T'.)=a~(7;)+a~(T) forsome TeW ,. 
Evidently, T7,=7,+7, and hence T,>T7). 


Lemma 4.32. Let 9; € # (j=1, 2) be two unit vectors and let P; be the 
orthogonal projection on the one-dimensional subspace D-g,. Then the two 
following statements are equivalent. 


(ii) For any ACW ,, the relations P,<A and P,<A imply that 
tr A > 2. 


Proof. Suppose that , |p. and suppose that AcW , satisfies the 
relations P,<A and P,<A. Let 3, g4,--- be vectors in # such that 
{91, 2, °°} is an orthonormal basis for #. Then, as A>0, 


tr(A) = D (Apnea 


= <Aq1,91> +<Ag2,92> 


< 
= <P 191,91) +<Pova,92>- 
Consequently, 
tr(A) > 2. 


This shows that (i) implies (ii). 

Conversely, let (ii) be satisfied. Let us assume that ¢, is not orthogonal 
to ga. We shall construct an Ae W , such that P,< A and P,<A but 
tr(A) <2. Two cases arise. 

Case (a): p, and ¢, are linearly dependent. In this case P, = P, (= P say), 
and if A =P, then tr(A)=1. 

Case (b): p, and p, span a two-dimensional subspace S of #. It is 
obviously enough to consider the case when S=#%. Let —' be a unit 
vector of S orthogonal to y,. Then for some a,b€D, 9,=aq, +bq,’. 
Neither a nor 6 is zero and |a|?+|b|?=1. Write J=|ala~4, and 


Yn = |ala~*|b|-*b-@,’. 
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Then {¢,.$2} is an orthonormal basis for S and $= |a|p, +|b|y2. Clearly 
P, is the projection on the subspace D+. With respect to the orthonormal 
basis {~1,%}, P, and P, have the matrices given by 


noth aU Bt) 


Since |a|?+|b|?=1, the eigenvalues of the matrix of P,—P, are +|b|, 
and hence there exists a unitary operator V such that the operator 
V(P,—P,)V~* has the matrix given by 


jo] 0 
V(P,—P,)V-1 ~ ( ): 
0 ==))| 


Let M be the unique operator such that VM V~+ has the matrix given by 


VMV- ~ ("" ): 
0 0 


Obviously MM is self-adjiont, >0 and tr(M/) = |b| <1. Further, 
VMV-1_-V(P,—P,)V-42>0 


and hence M>P,—P,. Lett A=P,+M. Then P,<A, P,<A but 
tr(A) =1+|b| <2. This proves the lemma. 


Theorem 4.33. Let # be a separable infinite dimensional Hilbert space 
over D and T a symmetry of #. For any UEW let py be the state 
M —>tr(P”U) of £ and Up =TUT~—?. If 


(92) ar( Pu) = Puy» 


then (Py —> Py) 18 a convex automorphism of S. Conversely, let a be a 
convex automorphism of 4. Then there exists a symmetry T of # such that 


(93) a = ap. 
T is determined up to multiplication by a number c ED with |c|=1. 


Proof. The first part of the theorem is «ssentially the content of lemma 
4.30. To prove the converse, let a be a convex automorphism of /. By 
theorem 4.23, a induces a convex automorphism of W, denoted once 
again by a. Let a~ be the map of W,, determined by a (cf. lemma 4.31). 
Since the extreme points of W are the orthogonal projections on the one- 
dimensional subspaces of # and since a is convex, « induces a one-one 
correspondence of the set &, of all rays of #, onto itself. Let a(r > r*) 
be this correspondence. Since «~ preserves the trace and the partial 
ordering < of W, (by (iv) of lemma 4.31), and since the orthogonality 


of two rays has been completely characterized in terms of the trace 
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function and the partial ordering < in lemma 4.32, it follows at once that 
r—>r¢ is orthogonality-preserving. By theorem 4.29 there exists a sym- 
metry 7' such that r* = T(r] for all rays r. If ep is the convex automorphism 
of ¥ associated with 7’, this means that «, and « coincide on the set of 
extreme points of W. From this it follows that «=a . The fact that T' is 
determined up to multiplication by an element ce D with |c|=1 now 
follows from theorem 4.29. The theorem is completely proved. 


4. LOGICS ASSOCIATED WITH 
VON NEUMANN ALGEBRAS 


If the logic Y of a quantum mechanical system is not isomorphic to a 
standard one, then the question of describing its observables, states, and 
symmetries becomes a more difficult one. There are no general results in 
this connection. It is our aim to give a few examples which illustrate the 
wide possibilities as well as the difficulties involved in the construction 
of any general theory. 

A large class of logics which are sublogics of standard logics may be 
constructed using the theory of von Neumann algebras. We confine 
ourselves to the case of complex scalars. Let D=C be the complex number 
field and # a separable infinite dimensional Hilbert space over C. We 
write 2(#) for the algebra of all operators on #. For u, ve #, let 


Au» 1 A> <A4,v> (A EUA(A)). 


Then the A, are linear functionals on U(#). The weak topology on 
(H#) is the smallest one with respect to which all the 4, , are continuous. 
A von Neumann algebra U is a subalgebra (containing J) of U(#) such that 
(i) if A € Y&, then A* € A, and (ii) W is a closed subset of (HW) in the weak 
topology. If 4’ is the set of all elements of 2(() commuting with all the 
elements of 2, 2’ is also a von Neumann algebra and (’)’ =% (cf. Dixmier 
[1] for the general theory of von Neumann algebras). 
Let 2 be a von Neumann algebra. We define 


(94) Ly ={M: Me L(#), PM eA. 


It is then easy to verify that /, is a logic. We shall call it the logic associ- 
ated with %. A closed linear manifold M lies in Y, if and only if every 
element of 2’ leaves M invariant. Thus the logic #, may also be intro- 
duced as the logic of closed invariant linear manifolds of some von 
Neumann algebra. 

The one-one correspondence x —> A, between observables of L, and 
self-adjoint operators on #, which was discussed in section 2 of this 
chapter, clearly persists even in this case. However, not every self- 
adjoint operator is the operator of an observable associated with Ly: 
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Let A be a self-adjoint operator, not necessarily bounded. Then A =A, 
for an observable x of #, if and only if the spectral projections of A lie 
in %. If A is bounded, the condition will then be that A ¢ %. If A is un- 
bounded, the condition will have to be stated more carefully. In this case, 
A=A, for an #,-observable if and only if UAU-1=A for all unitary 
operators Ue’ (cf. Dixmier [1]; such A’s are said to be affiliated 
to A). € =A AM A’ is the center of the algebra A. If we write Ze=EF OV Ly, 
then, @¢ is the center of the logic Y,. Ly is irreducible if and only if 
L¢={0,I}, or, equivalently, if @ consists only of multiples of the identity, 
i.e., in the standard terminology of von Neumann algebras, if and only if 
% is a factor. 

It was Murray and von Neumann [1] who pioneered the entire study of 
factors. They classified factors into three types, I, II, and IIT. A factor % 
is of type I if and only if % is isomorphic to the algebra 2(.%) of some 
Hilbert space #%. From our point of view, 2 is a factor of type I if and only 
if Ly is isomorphic to the standard logic Y(%) for some X. The results of 
sections 4.2 and 4.3 therefore give a complete description of the sets of 
observables and states when # = Y,, for some factor YU of type I. When 
2 is a factor but not of type I, no similar theory exists. As an example, 
we may mention that the problem of determining all the states of Ly, 
when % is a factor type II or ITT. 

We have remarked previously that if % is not a factor, the center Ly 
of £, is nontrivial. We have also seen in Chapter III that there is an 
intimate connection between ¥¢ and the pure states of #,. It is clear 
from theorem 3.19 that if any contact is to be made with conventional 
quantum theory, &¢ cannot be continuous. At the other extreme lies the 
situation in which Y¢ is discrete, i.e., when there exist mutually orthog- 
onal elements M,, Mz,:-- in Y¢ such that (i) VV, M,=#, and 
(ii) Me Ly if and only if for some n,<n,.<---,M=\/;, M,,. The 
M,’s are then the minimal elements of fy. A case when #¢ is discrete is 
obtained when we choose M,, as above, and define % to be the set of all 
operators which leave each M, invariant. Then, for a closed linear mani- 
fold M of #, M « L, if and only if M=\/, (Ma M,). If we assume that 
dim M,>3 for all n, we can describe all the pure states of #,. In fact, 
from theorem 3.19 and Gleason’s theorem we conclude immediately that 
p is pure if and only if there exists an m and a unit vector y in M, such that 


(95) p(M) = ||PMe|? (Me Lx). 


In other words, the pure states of ,, are still in one-one correspondence 
with the rays of #; however, not every ray can be used. Only the rays 
which belong to some M,, correspond to pure states. Physicists describe this 
situation by saying that no ray of #, which is a nontrivial superposition 
of rays in distinct M,, can describe a (pure) state of #,. Each M, is 
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called a coherent subspace of (pure) states. The conditions which demand 
that the rays describing the pure states should lie m M, for some n 
are usually referred to as superselection rules. (cf. Wick, Wightman, and 


Wigner [1]). 


5. ISOMORPHISM AND IMBEDDING THEOREMS 


It is very important in the foundations of quantum mechanics to ex- 
amine the extent of generality of the concept of an abstract logic. In 
particular, the question arises whether every logic can be regarded as a 
sublogic of a standard logic. Definitive answers to such questions are 
not known. We shall prove in this section some theorems which analyze 
the structure of a somewhat restricted class of logics. The main theorem 
of this section was proved by Piron [1]. A related but somewhat weaker 
result was obtained by Zierler [1]. 

The main tool of our analysis is the coordinatization theorem of Chapter 
II. In order to be able to apply that theorem we must impose a sharp 
restriction on the class of logics to be analyzed. We introduce accordingly 
the following definition. A logic ¥ is said to be projective if the following 
conditions are satisfied: 


(i) given a40 in Y, there is a point x<a; 
(ii) if a40 in # is the (lattice) sum of a finite set of points, then 
¥(0,a] is a geometry of finite rank; we shall say that a is a 
(96) finite element of ¥ and write dim(a) for the dimension of ¥(0,a]; 
(ili) if z,ae¢ Y,a40, #1 and x isa point, then there are points 
y,z€ £ such that y<a,z<a anda<yvz; 
(iv) there exists at least one a € # such that 4<dim(a) < oo. 


For any ae Y%, let 
(97) R(a) = {x : x a point, x < a}. 


Note that if # is projective and its lattice is complete, then every element 
a of & is the lattice sum of the points it contains. In fact, if b is the sum 
of these points and b#a, c=b+ \a¥0 and there would exist a point x<c 
by (i) of (96) which contradicts the definition of b. 


Lemma 4.34, Let £ be a projective logic whose underlying lattice is 
complete. If a and b; (j € J) are elements of L and if a |b; for allj,a{ \/, b;. 
We have the usual identities: 


(Yeyi= No 
(Aa)! = 
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If a,be Lf, then a<b if and only if B(a)< Pb); ab tf and only if 
B(a) | BO). 


Proof. The first two assertions are proved exactly like the corresponding 
assertions in lemma 3.1. We therefore come to the proof of the last 
assertion. If a<b, 8(a)<‘8(b) obviously. On the other hand, let a<b. 
Then aAb¥a and hence, by (96) (i), there exists a point z|a@Ab such 
that xe Pa). Clearly x ¢ B(b). If ab, Ba) | Bb) obviously. Suppose 
now that (a) _| (6). Then for any x € B(a), 1 Vyemw) y=. Therefore 
b1 VV cex 1a) a 

Let D be a division ring and V a vector space, not necessarily finite 
dimensional, over D with dimension at least 4. Let 6 be an involutive 
anti-automorphism of D and let ¢., .> be a 6-bilinear symmetric form on 
Vx V. Let us assume that <., .> is definite; ie., (2,2) =0 if and only if 
x=Q. For any set M of vectors we write 


(98) M {ue au — 0 iorall zen; 


Obviously, M+ is a linear manifold in V, MO M+=0, and Mc M+, If 
M isa linear manifold and M=M+-+, we shall say that M is <. , .-closed. 
Note that no topology is involved in this definition. The pair (V,<., .>) 
is said to be Hilbertian if for any closed linear manifold M, one has: 


(99) V=M+M?+ 
algebraically. For any set MCV we write 
(100) u- = 


If A, BC V we write A | B whenever <a,b>=0 for allae A and be B. 
Clearly 0- =0, V-=V, and 0'=V, V+=0. If M and N are linear mani- 
folds and MCN, then N+< M-. If {M,} is a collection of linear manifolds, 
M their algebraic sum, and N | M, for allj, then N | M. All this is trivial. 


Lemma 4.35. The following statements on a set MC V are equivalent. 
(i) Misa <.,.>-closed linear manifold. 

iia — =. 

(iii) M = N+ for some set Nc V. 


Moreover, for any see MCY, 


(101) Mitt = ME. 
(102) CU ees ues 
and 


(103) (M-)- = M-. 
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Finally, if {M;} is a collection of <., .>-closed linear manifolds, (); M; is 
also a <., .>-closed linear manifold. 


Proof. Clearly for any set MoV, Mo M++. Thus M+e(M+)*+. On the 
other hand, as Mc M++, (M++)+c M+. Therefore M+=M++", which is 
(101). Since M- = M++, (102) follows from (101). Further, 


(M-)- = (M+4)14 = (Mfit1)t = Mit 


by (101), so that (M-)- =M~—. This proves (103). We now come to the 
proof of the equivalence of (i) through (ili). Suppose M is a <., .>-closed 
linear manifold. Then M=M++, so that M=M~. Thus (i) = (ii). If 
M=M-, then M=M++=(M")+, proving that (ii) > (iii). Suppose now 
that M=N+. Then, by (98), M1+=N11+=N/=M, proving (iii) = (i). 
Finally, let M=(),; M,. As MC M,, M++cM,'+=M,. Thus 


M4 ()\M,=M. 
i 


This proves that M is a ¢., .>-closed linear manifold. 


Corollary 4.36. If MoV, M~ is the smallest <. , .>-closed linear manifold 
containing M. In particular, of MCN, then M~CN-. 


Proof. M~ is <., .>-closed by (103). It is therefore enough to prove that 
if N is a <.,.>-closed linear manifold and MCN, then M-CN. But 
M-=M++eN++=N. Eimally if MCN, MeCN, and ase ic 
closed, M-<cN-. 


Lemma 4.37. If M is a finite dimensional subspace of V, then M is <., .)- 
closed. 


Proof. It is enough to prove that M'+C M. Let xe M++. Let N be the 
subspace spanned by M and x NC M+. Since <.,.>- is definite, its 
restriction to Nx N is definite and hence nonsingular. But N is finite 
dimensional and hence it follows from (13) of Chapter II and the definite- 
ness of ¢.,.> that N is the direct sum of M and (M+ 1 N). Therefore, 
x=2x' +2" where x’ € M and x” « M:N. Since NC M+!, x” € M+1 mn M+ 
and hence x”=0. Thus xe M. 


Lemma 4.38. 7 {M,} 1s a family of linear manifolds of V, and if >; M; 
denotes the (algebraic) linear span of the M,, 


(104) (> M,)" = (a MU; 


Proof. Let M=>,; M;. Since M;,oM, M‘<M;* so that M‘cf, My. 
This shows that M~ =M++3((), M,+)+=N, say. On the other hand, as 
(\;M;SM,, M;oM, CN for all j so that MCN. Since N is ¢. , .)- 
closed, it follows from corollary 4.36 that M- <N. Therefore N=M-. 
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Lemma 4.39. If (V,<., .>) is Hilbertian and M,, Mz,---, M, is a finite 
set of mutually orthogonal <. , .>-closed linear manifolds, then >$_, M, is 
alsoa <., .»-closed linear manifold. 


Proof. It is enough to consider the case s=2 since the general case 
follows at once by induction. We want to prove that 


(M,+M,)- = M,+M,. 


Write M=M,+M,. Let xe V. Since (V,<., .5) is Hilbertian, we have 
the unique decompositions 


e=%+Y (x, € M,, ye M,”), 
eae (t. € M,, ze M,"). 
Now, as M,c M,1, x, € M,' so that ze M,! also. Therefore, 


me MM," (ates, 
and we have: 


L= XL, +%,+2 (x, € M,,2,€ Mz,zE€ M,'  M,"). 


Suppose now that x ¢(M,+M,)~. Then the above equation shows that 
ze€(M@,4+M,.)> A M,+ 0 M,", which implies that z=0 on using (104). 
Therefore (M,+M,)- =M,+M,. 


Theorem 4.40. Let D be a division ring, V a vector space over D with 
4<dim V<oo, @ an involutive anti-automorphism of D, and <.,.> a 
definite, symmetric, 6-bilinear form on Vx V. Let £(V,<., .>) be the set of 
<., .>-closed linear manifolds of V, partially ordered under inclusion. If 
(V,<.,.>) is Hilbertian, then £(V,<.,.>) ts a complete projective logic, 
and for any collection {M,} of <., .>-closed linear manifolds of V, the lattice 
operations in L(V, <., .>) are given by 


ya = (Sm 

7 
Conversely, let f be any complete projective logic. Then there exists a division 
ring D, an involutive anti-automorphism 6 of D, a vector space V over D, 


and a definite symmetric 6-bilinear form <., .> on V x V such that (V,¢., .>) 
ts Hilbertian and £ is isomorphic to £(V,<., .>). 


(105) 


Proof. Let D, 6, V, <.,.> be as given in the first half of the theorem. 
Let S=L(V,<., .>) be the partially ordered set of ¢., .>-closed linear 
manifolds of V. Assume that (V,<.,.>) is Hilbertian. For any linear 
manifold M, M~- is the smallest element of # containing it. It is clear from 
lemmas 4.35 through 4.38 that # is a complete lattice with the lattice 
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operations given by (105). Next we observe that if we define, for any 
MeL, M* by (97), then FY becomes a logic. To check this, the only 
thing not immediately obvious is the weak modularity (2) (ii) of Chapter 
III. Suppose then M,,M,ceY and M,< M,. Let N=M,'*OM,. By 
lemma 4.35, NV is a ¢. ,.)-closed linear manifold so that Ne. Clearly 
N<&M,, N|M,. Since (V,<.,.>) is Hilbertian, V=M,+M,* and for 
any x € V we have the decomposition =2,+2,, where x, € M,, x, € M,". 
If now xe Ma, then x, and 2,¢€ M, also, so that x,¢ N. Therefore 
M,=M,+WN and a fortiori M,=M,vVN. £ is thus a complete logic. We 
claim that it is projective. By lemma 4.37, ¥ contains all finite dimensional 
subspaces. As dim V >4, (i), (ii), and (iv) of (96) follow at once from this 
fact; (ili) follows from the algebraic decomposition V=M-+M* for any 
Me. £ is thus a.complete projective logic. 

We now come to the converse. Let Y be a complete projective logic. 
Let us now define #’ by 


(106) Lf ={a:aE2, a amite,. 


By (ii) of (96), ac #’ if and only if the underlying lattice of #[0,a] is a 
geometry. Under the induced partial ordering, ¥’ is thus a generalized 
geometry. Therefore there exists by theorem 2.16, a division ring D, a 
vector space V of dimension at least 4 over D, and an isomorphism of #’ 
onto the generalized geometry of all finite dimensional subspaces of V. Let 
y denote any such isomorphism. 

Fix a nonzero vector v) € V. Let W be any finite dimensional subspace 
of V containing v, and of dimension at least 3. The isomorphism y trans- 
fers the orthocomplementation in #[0,a] into an orthocomplementation 
on the projective geometry of subspaces of W. Hence, by theorem 2.7 
there exists an involutive anti-automorphism 6, of D and a symmetric, 
definite @y-bilinear form <.,.>yw on Wx W, inducing the orthocom- 
plementation in question, with <v9,v9>w=1. We now argue as in lemma 
4.2 to conclude that 6w =6 is independent of W and that there exists a 
symmetric, definite 0-bilinear form ¢. , .» on V x V such that (i) <v9,v9> = 1, 
and (ii) if and y are points of #, x | y if and only if the rays y(x) and 
y(y) are orthogonal with respect to <¢. , .>. 

Let #~ =L(V,<.,->) be the lattice of all <. , .>-closed linear mani- 
folds of V. We shall now extend y to an isomorphism y~ of # onto #~. 
For any ae &, let 


(107) y~(a)={v:veV and vey(x) for some point x < a}. 


We shall first show that y~(a) is a linear manifold in V. This is obvious 
for a=0 or a=1, as then y~(0)=0 and y~(1)=V. Let then a40, 41. If 
01, V2 € y~ (a), there are points x1, x2<a such that v, € y(z,), j=1, 2. Now, 
as y is an isomorphism of #’ onto the generalized geometry of finite 


LOGICS ASSOCIATED WITH HILBERT SPACES £19 


dimensional subspaces of V, y(x,) and y(x,) are rays in y(z, V z2). Thus if 
V=CyV1+Cgv2 Where ¢,,c,€D, v lies in y(x, V2) and hence ve y(x) for 
some point %<a, Vr, <a@-y~(a) is thus a linear manifold. We shall prove 
next that y~(a) is <¢. , .>-closed. From lemma 4.34 it follows easily that for 
a point xe £, x<a if and only if x _| y for all y e B(a*). Therefore, 


(108) y~(a) = (y"@)Y, 


which shows that y~(a) is <. , .>-closed. Moreover, as (108) is valid for all 
a (in particular, for a+), we have: 


(109) y~(a*) = (y"(@y. 


(109) shows that y~ preserves orthocomplementation. From (107) we 
conclude, on using lemma 4.34, that for a,be LY, y~(a)<y~(b) if and 
only if a<b. In particular, y~(a)=y~(b) if and only if a=b. Therefore, 
in order to prove that y~ is a lattice isomorphism of ¥ onto #(V,<., .>), 
it remains only to prove that y~ is surjective. Let M be any ¢.,.>- 
closed linear manifold of V and let the subsets A and B of # be defined 
as follows: 


A = {x: xe £, xis a point such that y(x) < M}, 
B= {«:xe £, xis a point such that y(7) ¢ M+}. 


Since M=M1+, xe A if and only if «| B. Let a and 6 be the lattice 
sums of the points of A and B, respectively; these exist as Y is complete. 
It follows from lemma 4.34 rather easily that a and 6 are orthogonal 
complements of each other and A =B(a), B=‘8(b). The equation A = B(a) 
implies that y~(a)=M. The proof that y~ is surjective is complete. y~ is 
thus a lattice isomorphism of ¥ onto #(V,<., .>). 

We observe finally that (V, <. , .> is Hilbertian. In fact, let M, 40, 4 V, 
be any <. , .>-closed linear manifold, and ve V, v#0. Leta e # be such 
that y~(a)=M. Clearly, a40, #1. Then y~ (a+) =M". Choose x € Y such 
that vey(x). By (iii) of (96), there are points y, z of & such that y<a, 
z<a+ and x<yvz. Hence p(x) <y(y) V y(z)=y(y)+y(z). This shows that 
vey(y)+y(z)SM+M-+ and demonstrates the Hilbertian character of 
(V,<. , >). This completes the proof of the theorem. 


The division ring D which enters the second half of theorem 4.40 is 
uniquely determined by & (up to isomorphism of course), as can be 
easily deduced from theorem 2.1. If D were one of R, C, or H, and # is a 
complete projective logic, we shall say that Y is associated with D if the 
involutive anti-automorphism @, constructed in theorem 4.40, is con- 
tinuous. This is a restriction only in the complex case. If ¥ is associated 
with D, @ must coincide with the conjugation *, which is complex con- 
jugation when D=C, the identity when D=R, and the standard con- 
jugation when D=H. In view of theorem 4.40 and these comments we can 
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assert that, given any complete projective logic # associated with D 
which is one of R, C, or H, there exists a pre-Hilbert space V, with inner 
product <.,.>, such that (i) (V,<.,.>) is Hilbertian and (ii) # is iso- 
morphic to the complete projective logic of all ¢. , .>-closed linear mani- 
folds of V. It is natural to expect that V is then actually a Hilbert space. 
This essentially leads to Piron’s theorem. We shall obtain it as a con- 
sequence of a few lemmas. 

It is an interesting problem to examine what natural assumptions on a 
geometry imply that the associated division ring is isomorphic to one of 
R, C, H. This is a classical question and is intimately connected with the 
topologies on a geometry (cf. Kolmogorov [1], Weiss and Zierler [1)). 


Lemma 4.41. Let V be a pre-Hilbert space over D (one of R, C, or H) and 
let H be its completion. If x9, Xo) € H are orthogonal, there exists a pair of 
sequences x, and x, such that 


(i) Peon De (n,m = 0, 1, 2,---), 


110 . 
os) (ii) w,,%,'/EV and 2x, —->2%, &,' —>2py. 


Proof. We shall prove first that if z¢ # is a nonzero vector, then 
{z}+ A V is dense in {z}+. In fact, let y_ | z, and let {y,}, {z,} be sequences of 
elements of V such that y, — y, z, > 2. Write 


(111) Us aan Yn — Une) ene) ee 
Then y,’ € V and <y,’,z>=0 for all n. As y, > y and z, +z, 


CY ns® > ns2) ~ "hn > CYs2><2,2) 2% = 0, 


showing that y,’—>y. This proves our assertion. Suppose next that 
Y,Y1,°°*, y, are mutually orthogonal nonzero vectors. Applying repeatedly 
the result proved just now, we conclude in succession that {y,}+ N V is 
dense in {y,}+, {Ys,Ys—1}* A V is dense in {y,,y,_,}4 and so on. In other 
words, given any finite dimensional subspace Y of # and a vector y | Y, 
there exists a sequence {z,} in V such that z, | Y for all n and z, > y. 

This said, we come to the proof of the lemma. Let xo, a)’ ¢ # be given 
with 2% | 2%’. We shall show by induction that there are sequences 
{x,} and {x,'} in V such that 


(112) ||t2—®ol| < 2-", ||@n' —2%o’ || s 27", 
sae laa saa (7, 7 =n cys =) 
Suppose 2, %2,---, x, and x’, x2’,---, x,’ have been constructed so that 


(112) is satisfied for all n, m=O, 1, 2,---, &. By the result proved in the 
previous paragraph, there is a vector 2;,,, € V such that 


i, seule (n = 0, lee 


2-k+1) 


IA 


[te +1 20" 
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Applying the same argument again, we can find z,,, € V such that 


Terr | Bp’ (n = 0, 1,---, k+l), 
ltn41—%oll < Q9-(k+1) 


Thus {z,oenens1 and {2 soen<ny1 Satisfy (112) for n and m<k+1. This 
proves by induction the existence of a pair of sequences satisfying (112). 
This immediately proves lemma 7.41. 


Lemma 4.42.+ Let V be a pre-Hilbert space over D such that (V,<.,.>) 
is Hilbertian. Then V is complete. 


Proof. Let # be the completion of V and zy an arbitrary unit vector of 
H# . We denote, for any subset L of #, its orthogonal complement in # 
by L’. We must prove that x) € V. Since V is dense in #, there is a ye V 
such that <y,7)> #0, and by changing y to a suitable multiple of it we may 
assume that <(y,%)>=1. Let z=y—x). Then y=a% +2 and 2% | 2%. By 
lemma 4,41 there are sequences {x,} and {z,} in V such that 


(113) Ly > Ho, %,—m~%q, Ly ile 2m (n, m= 0, ue 2, ae ae 
Let Mc V be the lattice sum in Y(V,<., .>) oftherays D-z, (n=1,2,---). 
Then, as (V,<., .>) is Hilbertian, 

V=M+M?. 


Now 2z,, | 2, for all » so that z,,¢ M+ for all m. Hence 2, ¢ M* and 
2) € (M+)" where cl denotes closure in #. Moreover, it is obvious that 


(M+)*'< (M*)’. Therefore, 


(114) Y= Cotto, Cem, E(t). 
On the other hand, as V=M + M+, we can also write 
(115) Y=f5 f2o, % EM, 2 = M*. 


As M+<(M")’, a comparison of (114) and (115) shows that 2)’=z,) and 
Zo =Z. In particular, x, ¢ V. This completes the proof of the lemma. 


Lemma 4.43. Let # be a projective logic with the property that any family 
of mutually orthogonal points of L is at most denumerable. Then # 1s 
complete. 


Proof. It is enough to prove that arbitrary lattice unions exist in %. 
Let {a;:j€ F} be a family of elements of &. For any countable subset 
Dc F, let 

jeD 

+ The argument for completeness is essentially that of I. Amemiya and H. Araki, 
Publ. Res. Inst. Math. Sci. Kyoto Univ. A2 (1966), p. 423. Their theorem is that if 
V is pre-Hilbertian and ¢(V, <., .>) is orthomodular, then V is complete. 
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Let B be a family of mutually orthogonal points x such that (i) for each 
2 ¢ B there is a countable set D¢F such that x<c(D), and (ii) B is 
maximal with respect to (i). By hypothesis, B is at most countable. Let 


B= {,, Yen ay 
and for each n let D,< F be a countable set such that 
t, < c(D,) 
for all n. Write D=\_), D,. If we define x by 
2 V ia 


then x<c(D). If x#c(D), there will exist, by virtue of (i) of (96), a point 
y <c(D) such that y_|_x. Since D is countable, this contradicts the maxi- 
mality of B. Therefore x=c(D). We claim that a,<x for allj € F. Ifj € D, 
this is trivial. If 7 ¢ D and a, «2, a; vx#x, and hence by (i) of (96) there 
will exist a point ¢ such that ¢|# and t<a,v-. Since t<c(D U {j}) and 
t | B, we have a contradiction. Consequently, a; must be <x. This proves 
that w= \V jep 4. 


Theorem 4.44, (Piron [1]). Let & be any logic. Then, a necessary and 
sufficient condition that LY be isomorphic to the logic of all closed linear 
manifolds of a separable Hilbert space over D (which is one of R, C, or H) 
is that Y be a projective logic associated with D and have the property that 
every family of mutually orthogonal points of F be at most countable. 


Proof. The proof follows at once from theorem 4.40 and lemmas 4.41 
through 4.43. 


NOTES ON CHAPTER IV 


1. Hidden variables: Is the quantum mechanical description of microphysics 
complete? The question of “hidden variables” has persisted in the foun- 
dations of Quantum Theory from its very birth. The basic assumption in 
Quantum Mechanics, namely that in any state of an atomic system a 
physical quantity can in general have no sharply defined value (even under 
idealized measuring conditions) but only a probability distribution of the 
possible values, appeared to many people to be in very sharp conflict with 
all classical experience, and hence unacceptable, unless it was interpreted as 
follows: one is not able to get a complete description of the physical state 
of the system; there are additional coordinates (“hidden variables”’) that 
cannot be measured; and therefore the statistical character of the results of 
the experiments is due to the averaging over these hidden variables. This 
view, which regards the Hilbert space description of quantum states as 
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fundamentally incomplete, is reinforced by the example of statistical 
mechanics where the situation is essentially of this character. 

Von Neumann was among the earliest to analyze this question, and his 
conclusion was that no mechanism of hidden variables could account for the 
statistical content of Quantum Mechanics as currently formulated. That he 
regarded this question, as well as his resolution of it, to be of great importance 
is clear from the fact that he raises the issue already in the preface of his 
book (pp. ix, x), returns to it briefly (pp. 209-210) before devoting a 
substantial effort (pp. 295-328) to a detailed mathematical and physical 
treatment (all references are to the 1955 English translation by Robert T. 
Beyer of von Neumann’s book). We shall briefly summarize his argument 
but suggest strongly that the reader study von Neumann’s brilliantly 
presented analysis. Von Neumann’s reasoning, roughly speaking, has two 
parts to it, one physical, the other mathematical; and they reinforce each 
other. 

The physical side of his argumentation uses the technique of ensembles 
and begins by considering a statistical ensemble consisting of a large 
number of models of the physical system under consideration. If we reject 
the view of Quantum Mechanics, and suppose that the values of physical 
quantities in the ensemble have positive dispersions only because the 
ensemble has not been resolved in a sufficiently fine manner, we must admit 
that we should be able to carry out such a resolution into subensembles in 
which the dispersions are zero, or at least diminished from those of the 
original ensemble. The method of doing this is to measure the physical 
quantities in succession, replacing the ensemble each time to one of the 
subensembles where the quantity has a sharply defined value. But then, 
the Heisenberg uncertainty relations between complementary physical 
quantities operate in such a way that the precision achieved for a quantity 
in any stage is destroyed at the next stage when a complementary quantity 
is measured; we thus do not get ahead. However, one may take exception to 
this line of reasoning by pointing out that there could conceivably be other 
methods of penetrating to the dispersion free ensembles. To settle this 
point decisively one must therefore answer the following question: Given 
an ensemble in which certain physical quantities have positive dispersion, 
is it possible to resolve this ensemble into a superposition of two sub- 
ensembles, different from the original one and distinct from each other? 
Ensembles which cannot be so resolved are the pure (homogeneous in von 
Neumann’s terminology) ones, and the above question becomes the 
following: Is every pure ensemble dispersion free? If the answer is no, then 
the hidden variables interpretation must be given up. 

To answer this question in the conventional model of Quantum Mechanics 
von Neumann begins with the very interesting observation that since an 
ensemble is characterized (statistically) by the expectation values of all the 


124 GEOMETRY OF QUANTUM THEORY 


physical quantities in it, one may replace the ensemble in the mathematical 
argument by the corresponding expectation functional ; we must remember 
that if A is any bounded observable, its probability distribution is com- 
pletely determined by the knowledge of all the expected values 


Exp(A*), 2 = 0, 1,2,.... 


Thus, for von Neumann, an ensemble is the same as the corresponding real 
valued (expectation) functional 


Exp: B(#)>R 


on the space B,(#) of all bounded self-adjoint operators on the complex 
Hilbert space #; then von Neumann assumes that it satisfies the con- 
ditions: ah: 


(a) Exp(1) = 1; 
(b) Exp(A?)>0, VAceB(#); 
() (c) Exp is linear (over R); 
(d) Exp is continuous in the strong operator topology. 


Nowadays, one works with the space B(#) of all bounded operators 
on #; the conditions (a)-(c) define a state, (b) being equivalent to 
Exp(AA') > 0, VAce B(#); with (d), we have a normal state. He showed 
that the functionals Exp are in one-one correspondence with bounded 
operators U which are self-adjoint, >0, and of trace 1, the correspond- 
ence being defined by 


(2) Exp(A) = tr(UA). 


The correspondence preserves convexity and so matches the pure states 
with the extreme points of the convex set of the U’s. He verified that the 
latter are the one-dimensional projections, and showed by explicit calcu- 
lation that these are never dispersion free. This concluded his proof. 

One must emphasize that his reasoning explicitly assumes that Quantum 
Mechanics is described by the conventional model. It is possible to modify von 
Neumann’s argument so as to allow for the presence of superselection rules, 
but the essence of the reasoning does not change. Many subsequent criticisms 
of von Neumann’s proof are unjust because they do not take into account 
the above assumption in his proof, although von Neumann states it quite 
unmistakably (see the first sentence of the first paragraph on p. 210, and 
lines 17+ on p. 324; see also the remarks of L. van Hove, Von Newmann’s 
contributions to Quantum Theory, pp. 95-99, in John von Neumann, 
1903-1957, Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. 64 (1958), No. 3, Part 2). The mathe- 
matical content of von Neumann’s argument may thus be summarized as 
follows: B(#) does not admit any dispersion free normal state. 
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The first question that arises naturally now is whether von Neumann’s 
definition of a state was unduly restrictive. Obviously the conditions (c), 
(d), of (1) need to be examined more closely. A conservative definition 
would replace (c) by 


(3) (c') Exp(4+ BB) = Exp(A)+Exp(B) when AB=BA. 


Let us call maps A: By(#) > R satisfying (a), (b) of (1) and (c’) of (3) physical 
states. 1t then follows that |A(A)| <||Aj| and that the restriction of A to the 
projections defines a finitely additive probability measure on the logic 
L(#). Conversely, it follows from the spectral theorem that any finitely 
additive probability measure on #(#) is the restriction to the projections 
of a unique physical state of B,(#). In other words, physical states may be 
identified with finitely additive probability measures on 4(#). Thus the 
strongest generalization (in this direction) of the von Neumann result 
would be to show that there are no finitely additive dispersion free prob- 
ability measures on #(#). The case when 3 <dim(#) <oo is immediate; 
for, by Gleason’s theorem, every finitely additive probability measure on 
L(A) is the restriction to the projections of a functional A—+tr(UA) 
(U0, tr(U)=1), and hence von Neumann’s result already applies here. 
If dim(#)=0o, we use the isomorphism 73H ® C* to imbed (C3) 
inside £(#). Since for a finitely additive probability measure, being 
dispersion free is equivalent to its being {0,1}-valued, this property persists 
on restriction from 7(#) to #(C°%), allowing us to use the previous argument 
to conclude that #(#) has no dispersion free physical states. 

A few footnotes may be added to this brief discussion. In the first place, as 
we shall see later in these notes when we discuss Gleason’s theorem and its 
generalizations, physical states on any von Neumann algebra without J, 
summands are actually states; in particular, this is true for B(#). Secondly, 
there are actually states that are not normal. In fact, regarding B(#) asa 
Banach space, the states form a compact (in the weak topology) convex 
subset of the dual of B(#); if (@m).>, i8 an orthonormal basis of #, 
Am( A) =(Aensém) (A € B(#)), and v is a limit point of {A,,} n>, one can show 
that v is a state which is not normal. Our final remark is to point out that it 
was Mackey who first realized that one should really prove von Neumann’s 
result with physical states rather than states, or at least with countably 
additive probability measures on #(#); Gleason’s work which showed 
that every countably additive probability measure on #(#) defines a 
normal state on B(#) at least when 3 <dim(#) <oo, was inspired by 
Mackey’s investigations. In addition to being a significant and aesthetically 
satisfying strengthening of the von Neumann result, this work and others 
that were inspired by it have led to a deeper understanding of the questions 
involved. The fact that physical states are the same as states was proved in 
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full generality only recently, and the main motivation for reaching this 
result had always been the desire to generalize Gleason’s theorem to more 
general von Neumann algebras than B(#). 

A second question that arises now is whether one can relax the assumption 
in the von Neumann-Mackey-Gleason result that the logic of the physical 
system is #(#). There is an extensive literature on this question and I shall 
limit myself to a brief discussion of two results, those of Neal Zierler and 
Michael Schlessinger (Boolean imbeddings of orthomodular sets and Quantum 
Logic, Duke Math. J., 32 (1965), pp. 251-262), and of Simon Kochen and 
E.P.Specker (The problem of hidden variables in Quantum Mechanics, 
J. Math. Mech., 17 (1967), pp. 331-848); for more detail and other references 
the reader should consult the lucid discussion of these problems in the book 
of Beltrametti and Cassinelli (of notes to Chapter IIT). 

In both of these articles, the interpretation of what is meant by hidden 
variables is such that it implies the existence of some sort of imbedding of 
the proposition system into a Boolean algebra. So the mathematical issue 
in both cases comes down to showing that under suitable assumptions on 
the proposition systems such imbeddings do not exist. 

In Z-S it is assumed that the set 7 of experimentally verifiable quantum 
propositions is partially ordered, has 0 and 1, and an orthocomplementation 
Lilo? (0=1, 14=0,e<b>bha00"'- =apgovo- Sapehen=Oegieh 
is weakly modular (a <b > a' Ab exists and b=av(a'Ab)); it is not assumed 
that ¥ is a lattice. As usual ifa <b! we say a and b are orthogonal; sums of 
mutually orthogonal elements exist in Y. If x, ye they are said to 
commute if we can write x=%,Vz, y=Yy,Vz where 2,, y,, and z are mutually 
orthogonal; this is possible if and only if z and y are contained in a Boolean 
subalgebra of # (recall that B < ¥ is a Boolean subalgebra if 0, 1 € B; if 
c,a,beB>+c* €B, avb, arb exist in ¥ and belong to B; and if B becomes a 
Boolean algebra with respect to v, A, 1). If B is a Boolean algebra, an 
imbedding of # into B is a map h (¥ > B) such that 


(a) A(O)=0, A(1) =1; 
(b) «<y<+h(x) < h(y); 
(4) (c) h(x)> = h(x"); 
(d) A(evy) = h(x) vAty); 
h(x Ay) = h(x) Ah(y) if x and y commute. 


Actually it is enough to require (b), (c) and the single set of relations 
h(x+y)=h(x)VA(y) in (d). Z-S prove that if Y contains a copy of Y(R°), 
then # has no imbedding into a Boolean algebra; indeed, it follows from 
Stone’s theorem that any Boolean algebra has {0,1}-valued probability 
measures, so that such imbeddings would give rise to a {0,1}-valued prob- 
ability measure on ¥(R°). Z-S also proved that for arbitrary Y, if one 
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assumes that there are imbeddings into Boolean algebras which satisfy 
(d) of (4) in the following stronger form 


(5) (d') RixVvy)=A(xz)Vh(y) ifevy exists in #, 


then xvy will exist in Y only when x and y commute; thus if Y is in addition 
a lattice (e.g., a logic), such an imbedding will exist only when # is already 
a Boolean algebra. 

The analysis of K-S is along similar lines but it is formulated in the 
language of partial Boolean algebras. A partial Boolean algebra is a set L 
with a family 8 ={B} of subsets of L with the following properties: 


(a) each Be B has the structure of a Boolean algebra; if B, B’e B 
and 6 c B’ (as sets), B is a Boolean subalgebra of B’; 


(b) given B, B’e 8, BOB’ cB; 
(c) each element of L is in some Be 8; 


(d) ifa,,...,@,¢land any two of them are contained in some member 
of 8, there is a member of Y that contains all of them. 


It follows easily from these axioms that L has the following properties: 


(a’) the unit and null elements of all members of 8 are the same; we 
write 0 and 1 for them; 


(b’) ifaeZL there isa unique a+ € L such that a+ is the complement of 
ainany Be & that contains a; 


(c’) write, fora, be L,a<b to mean that a and 6 are insome BEB 
and satisfy this relation there; then < is a partial order on L; 
(d’) with respect to (<,1), LZ becomes orthocomplemented and 
weakly modular. 
Obviously, if we start with an orthocomplemented weakly modular L its 
Boolean subalgebras will give L the structure of a partial Boolean algebra 
if (d) of (6) is satisfied. A morphism of a partial Boolean algebra (L,8) into 
another (Z’,8’) is a map h:L>L’ such that for any Be, there is a 
B’«8’ such that h(B)<B’ and h:B-+B’ is a morphism of Boolean 
algebras. Imbeddings are injective morphisms. 

For K-S the basic assumption is that the set Y of experimental propo- 
sitions is a partial Boolean algebra, and as we mentioned earlier, their 
interpretation of the existence of hidden variables will imply the existence 
of an imbedding of ¥ into a Boolean algebra. They prove that the existence 
of such an imbedding is equivalent requiring that ifa, be Y and a#6, there 
is a {0,1}-valued probability measure h on # such that h(a) <h(b). They then 
proceed to construct explicitly a finite subset F of (R*) with the property 
that the partial Boolean subalgebra of “(R*) generated by F does not 
admit a single {0,1}-valued probability measure. 
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The case of the logics of the two-dimensional spaces has been completely 
excluded in the above discussion. The spin observables of an electron are an 
example of such a system. Here the Hilbert space #=C’. If 


01 We ia 
ee a=(, 0) a= (; 0) a=(; .;) 


are the Pauli spin matrices, then for any @=(a,,4,@3) in the unit sphere S? 
of R3, the self-adjoint operator @-¢=4a,0,+4,0,+ 4303 corresponds to the 
spin component along the a-direction; its spectral projections are }(1+4@-<), 
corresponding to the eigenvalues + 1. The map a> }(1 +4°a) isa bijection 
of S? with the set of (Hermitian) one-dimensional projections of #, and 
gives rise to a bijection p >f, between the set of probability measures p on 
L(H) and functions f: S*—> [0,1] such that 


(9) f(@)>0,  f@+f(-a)=1 (eS), 


with p(4(1+a-c))= f(a). The quantum states, i.e., the states in the con- 


ventional model of Quantum Mechanics are the functions q3 (6 < S?) defined 
by 

(10) gz (a) =4(1+ a b) (-=scalar product in R$). 

It is clear that the functions (10) form only a small part of the convex set of 
functions (9) (even if we assume they are Borel). The extreme points of the 
latter set are the functions that take only the values 0 and 1, the dispersion 
free states; they are the characteristic functions 14 where A <S? is any 
subset with A U(—A)=S?®, A4N(—A)=@. This suggests that we can 
express the states (10) as mixtures of suitable families of dispersion free 
states and hence that a classical imbedding may exist for the quantum 
system associated to #. This is in fact so, and the details were first given 
in articles of Kochen-Specker (loc. cit.) and J.S. Bell (On the problem of 
hidden variables in Quantum Mechanics, Rev. Mod. Phys., 38 (1966), 
pp. 447-452). In what follows we shall describe briefly the construction of 
Kochen-Specker; Bell’s example is built along similar lines. 

The space of “hidden variables”’ is S?. Its points # define dispersion free 
states fz; for each self-adjoint operator A ¢B(#), there corresponds a 
function #4 on S*; and for each pure quantum state qg, there corresponds a 
probability measure , on S?. The F'4 and y, are related by 


(i) Fy4)=u(F a) for any Borel function wu, 


(ii) g(A)= [ Pade 


The relation (i) asserts that the functional relationships among quantum 
observables are preserved under the map A -> Fa, and relation (ii) asserts 


(11) 
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that the probability distribution of A in the state q is that of F4 with 
respect to u,. If A=}(Al+7-c) (Ae R) (having eigenvalues 4(A + 1)), 
(12) Pa=}(A+1) 1e4359 +4(A—-1) lato, 


where 13.3, is the characteristic function of the set of w’s with 7 >0, and 
so on. It is immediate that the assignment (12) possesses the property (i) 
of (11). If gj is the quantum state (10), the associated probability measure 
He=p,7 is defined by 


(13) dug = 4(b-%) 13 355d, 


where dw is the surface measure on S?, given by di = (1/47) sin 6d0 dp in 
the polar coordinates 


® = (sin @ cos 9, sin @sin g, cosy) (0 < 8 < 7,0 <  < 2n). 


The relation (ii) of (11) then follows from the formula 


ia =|, ' a(b- ira 


Finally, for each w let f;(a—> fz(a)) be the function which is 1 when w-a>0, 
0 when w-a@<0, and which is defined so satisfy (9) when w-a@=0. Then fz 
defines a dispersion free state on #(#), and the formula (14) becomes 


(14) 


(15) gH [fa dyiz(w) 


exhibiting gj as a mixture of dispersion free states; the absence of explicit 
definition of fz(7) when w-7=0 does not matter, since this set has measure 
0 in #. 

We now turn our attention to the analysis from the hidden variables 
point of view, due to Bell, of the Einstein—Podolsky-Rosen example 
(J.S. Bell, On the Einstein—Podolsky—Rosen paradox, Physics, 1 (1964), 
pp. 195-200); actually Bell considers the variant, due to Bohm and 
Aharanov, of the EPR example. The system consists of a pair of spin 4 
particles and only their spin observables are of interest. Thus the Hilbert 
space is (cf. the remarks below in the discussion of composite systems) 


H = C?@ C?. 
The particles are in the ‘“‘singlet’”’ state defined by the state vector 
(16) == (p+ @9-—y- @¢@"), 
where y* are the spin states of eigenvalues + 1, say, in the z-direction. For 


instance, the spin parts of the states of the two electrons in the Helium atom 
or the H,-molecule are in this state (which is the unique rotation invariant 
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antisymmetric state); even if the electrons are stripped away by dipole 
radiation and become widely separated spatially, (16) describes to a good 
approximation the compound state of the two electrons (cf. the discussion 
of E.P.Wigner in Interpretation of Quantum Mechanics, in Quantum 
Theory and Measurement, edited by J.A.Wheeler and W.H.Zurek, 
Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ, 1983, pp. 260-314, especially 
pp. 291-293). Let X13 and X>5,z be the observables measuring the spin 
components of the first and second particle in the direction @. In Quantum 
Mechanics they are represented respectively by the operators @-¢@ 1 and 
1@a-cG. Let us write Poy (a, b) for the expectation value of X,3:X23 
under the state @: : 


Pou (a,b) = ((4-6 @b-6) ®, ®). 


A simple calculation gives 


> 


(17) Poy (4,6) = —a-6 = —cos8, 


where @ is the angle between @ and b. The question studied in loc. cit. by 
Bell is whether the correlated statistics of the two particles in the singlet 
state that is summarized by (17) can be obtained from a hidden variables 
model that is local in the sense introduced by Einstein, Podolsky, and 
Rosen in their famous paper, namely, measurements on either particle do 
not disturb the other. Bell’s analysis showed that the correlations arising 
from any local hidden variable model must satisfy certain limitations that 
conflict with (17). For nonlocal models, however, these inequalities may be 
violated (cf. M. Flato et al., Helv. Phys. Acta, 48 (1975), pp. 219-225). 

The model consists of a probability space X of points A, and a probability 
measure dA on X; moreover, the assumption of locality enables us to say 
that there are random variables A ,(4:A) and A (0: A) corresponding to 
X,,z and X»,3, respectively, for a, beS?. The A (@:A) are +1 valued. The 
correlations are defined by 


eae [ Air) 44:2) a, 


where the suffix stands for hidden variables. If @, 6, a’, b’ are four points of 
S* then (suppressing A) 


> => 


[Par (3,8) — Par b")| < | fA) AG) (1 AG) Aye) aa| 


x | [4 4,69 #A\(@) A) aa| 


> 


< (1 ac Pay (a’, "\)+(1 + Pay (a’,b). 
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So (cf. M. Lamehi-Rachti and W. Mittig, Phys. Rev. D, 14 (1976), pp. 2543- 
2555) we obtain the inequality 


(18) [Pay (G8) ~ Pury (4,6)| + |Puy (0',6") + Py (@,B)| <2 

which must be satisfied by the correlations in any local hidden variables 
model. In Quantum Mechanics, P.y(4,a)= —1; P,, satisfies this if and 
only if 

(19) A,(a:’) = —A,(a:)). 

If we assume (19), then (18) becomes 

(20) |Pav (G6) — Pay (&8)| < 1+ Ppy (6,2). 


This is Bell’s inequality. It is trivial to check that (17) violates (20). Indeed, 
if O45, 953, 0, are the angles between a, b, 5, ¢, and ¢, @, then for (17) to obey 
(20) we should have 


sin? (6,,/2) +sin® (6.3/2) > sin® (65,/2), 


which is false if 0,.= 6,3, =77/3, 03; =27/3. 

If we assume the model to have natural covariance properties with 
respect to rotations, — Pry (@, 5) depends only on the angle @ between a 
and 6 say Puy (a,b) b) = P yy (9). Obviously, 


Pay (9) = Pay (—8) = —Puy(6+7). 


The inequalities (18) now imply bounds for Py (@). Indeed, taking a’, 
coplanar with a, b we get, writing P for Pyy, 


(21) |P(6) — P(@+a)|+|P(0’)+P(0’+a)| <2, 
for all 0, 6’, a from which one gets (cf. Lamehi-Rachi and Mittig, loc. cit.), 
(22) |P(1/6)| <%, |P(7/4)| <4, |8P(7/3)+P(0)| <2 


The article of Bell attracted the attention of physicists and led to experi- 
ments whether (22) or (17) is true (cf. Wigner loc. cit.). The experimental 
results so far support Quantum Mechanics (see some of the experimental 
evidence presented in the articles of the collection edited by Wheeler and 
Zurek, loc. cit.). 

Even though the basic Hilbert space has dimension 4 here, the above 
treatment of the hidden variables question cannot be subsumed under the 
von Neumann—Mackey-Gleason paradigm. The point is that for each Ac X, 
the model gives only the values of Exp(X1,3"-X2,8") (m,n 20); and 
hence each Ae X can define a dispersion free state only on the maximal 
abelian subalgebras (a, b) of # generated by @-c@1 and 1@b-. Hidden 
variable theories such as these are called contextual in the book of Beltra- 
metti and Cassinelli (cf. notes on Chapter III). The reader who wants to 
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know more about these and get a sharper perspective on the entire question 
of hidden variables cannot do better than consult the book of Beltrametti 
and Cassinelli, for its thorough treatment of related issues as well as the 
references it contains to other literature. 

For a question as deep as the one that asks whether quantum mechanical 
description of the atomic world is complete, a mere mathematical analysis 
will hardly provide a completely satisfying answer. The argument must also 
be based on analyzing possible measurements and the limitations imposed 
on them by the uncertainty relations. The paper of Einstein, Podolsky, and 
Rosen, and Bohr’s refutation of it, offer perhaps the most profound 
discussion of this question from the natural philosopher’s point of view 
(cf. the relevant articles in the collection edited by Wheeler and Zurek, 
loc. cit.). 


2. Algebraic formulation of Quantum Mechanics. In some sense the 
algebraic method of viewing the foundations of Quantum Mechanics is the 
oldest of all approaches, and arguably, the most flexible one. The early 
papers of Born, Jordan, Heisenberg, and Dirac repeatedly emphasized that 
quantum observables are represented by matrices and so form a noncom- 
mutative algebra, in sharp contrast to the commutative algebra of classical 
observables (for a historical account as well as translations of the early 
papers, see Sources of Quantum Mechanics, B. L. van der Waerden, Dover, 
New York, 1967). Eventually this came to be formalized as the principle 
that the quantum observables are in one-one correspondence with the self- 
adjoint operators on a (separable, complex) Hilbert space. In spite of the 
overwhelming success of the models built out of this assumption it was 
always understood that this was a very ad hoc solution to the mathematical, 
physical, and philosophical problems raised by atomic physics. Especially 
troublesome was the fact that both the operations of addition and multipli- 
cation involved possibly noncommuting (hence nonsimultaneously 
observable) observables, thus making it very difficult to give any con- 
vineing “explanation” for them. (Perhaps one should not put too much 
faith in such “explanations”. Most explanations make implicit or explicit 
use of classical perceptions and are not too relevant in the atomic realm.) 
There was also the fact that every self-adjoint operator was supposed to 
represent an observable; in the presence of superposition rules one should 
modify this suitably, but even then this was gradually seen as a far-reaching 
enlargement of what can be effectively observed in atomic systems—see 
Interpretation of Quantum Mechanics, K.P. Wigner, in Quantum Theory and 
Measurement, edited by J.A.Wheeler and W.H. Zurek, p. 298. Multipli- 
cation was felt to present the greater problem since it could be argued that 
if A and B are observables, A + B can be effectively defined by prescribing 
that its expected value in any state is the sum of the expected values of A 
and B in that state. This, of course, is a little deceptive, for, as we have 
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already remarked above, the linearity of expectation values is a deep 
property of the propositional logic; its validity for the standard logics (in 
dimension > 3) isa consequence of Gleason's theorem while its truth for the 
more general logics of projections in von Neumann algebras has only 
recently been proved (see the remarks on Gleason’s theorem, and also 
§14.5 of the book of Beltrametti and Cassinelli, cited in the notes to 
Chapter ITI). 

The first systematic investigations on the algebraic structure of the set of 
observables are due to Jordan, von Neumann, and Wigner; the initial papers 
are those of Jordan in Gott. Nachr. (1932), pp. 569-575, Gott. Nachr. (1933), 
pp. 209-217, and Z. Phys., 80 (1933), pp. 285-291, and that of Jordan, 
von Neumann, and Wigner in Ann. Math., 35 (1934), pp. 29-64. One of the 
motivations for these studies was the feeling that the generalizations of 
Quantum Mechanics to relativistic and nuclear physics might force such a 
more general view of observables. Jordan’s basic observation was that 
although the set of bounded self-adjoint operators do not form an algebra 
under multiplication, it is nevertheless an algebra over R, even abelian, if 
we define a new product by A: B=3(AB+ BA). This product is bilinear and 
satisfies the distributive laws A:(B+C)=A-B+A-C, although not the 
associative law; moreover, the identity A-B=4[(A + B)?— A?— B?] shows 
that this product can be obtained from the linear and power structures. 
Nowadays such algebras, emerging as they did out of the pioneering studies 
of Jordan, are known as Jordan algebras; see the book of Jacobson, The 
structure of representations of Jordan algebras, Amer. Math. Soc. Colloq. 
Publications, vol. XX XIX, 1968, Providence, R.I. 

Typically, one starts with an associative but not necessarily commutative 
algebra and define the new multiplication by a-b=43(ab+ ba) to obtain a 
Jordan algebra. But it is not always possible to obtain a given Jordan 
algebra in this fashion. The fundamental result of Jordan, von Neumann, 
and Wigner in their 1934 paper is the complete classification of all finite 
dimensional Jordan algebras A over R which are irreducible and formally 
real, i.e., satisfy 


Ay, -.-,4,EA, a,7+...$@,°=0 > a=... =a 0. 


It follows from their classification that, with one exception (that of /,§, 
the algebra of self-adjoint 3 x 3 matrices over the Cayley numbers), all of 
these are obtained in the above-mentioned manner from associative 
algebras; and further, that if some special cases are disregarded, one gets 
just the Jordan algebras of Hermitian matrices over R, C, or H. 

The finite dimensionality assumption is a very severe one and von 
Neumann began the study of infinite dimensional topological algebras 
(Mat. Sb., 1 (1936), pp. 415-484; Collected Works, Vol. III, No. 9, Pergamon, 
Oxford, 1961). His investigation in this paper contains a deep analysis of 
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the spectral theory of individual elements and its relationship to simul- 
taneous observability. Although he had, in connection with his analysis of 
the possible existence of hidden variables (cf. his book), introduced the 
notion of the state of a system as a positive definite linear form on the 
observable algebra, this paper does not contain a study of the states. 

With the appearance, in the early 1940s, of the path-breaking papers of 
Gel’fand and Naimark on Banach algebras, the essential aspects of this 
approach became clearer. This theme was taken up by I. E. Segal in 1947 
(Postulates for general Quantum Mechanics, Ann. Math., 48 (1947), pp. 930- 
948). Segal’s postulates on the observable algebra were simpler and more 
direct than von Neumann’s, and were motivated by what is operationally 
possible; in addition, he studied in detail the structure of the states. 

The case when the (bounded) observables are the self-adjoint elements of 
a complex C*-algebra (a complex Banach algebra with involution * such 
that ||a*a)| = |||? = ||v*|)?, ||1||=1) is a possible system in the sense of Segal. 
Although special, it is an important one since it includes the conventional 
model of Quantum Mechanics. If Uf is the C*-algebra whose self-adjoint 
elements are in correspondence with the bounded observables of the system, 
a state of the system is a linear function f on U such that f(1)=1 and 
f(z*x)20 for all aeU. The Gel’fand—-Naimark—Segal representation 
theorem associates to f an essentially unique triple (#,,7,,5,) consisting of 
a Hilbert space #,, a unit vector %, in #,, and a *-representation 7, of U 
in #, with , as cyclic vector such that f(x) =(7,(x)p,,%,) (ce U); fis pure 
if and only if 7, is irreducible. In this way state vectors are once again unit 
vectors in Hilbert spaces; but the Hilbert space is not fixed as in con- 
ventional Quantum Mechanics, but varies with the state. The importance 
and usefulness of these more general types of observable algebras become 
clear in the theory of Second Quantization where one works with systems 
of identical particles (photons, electrons, He*, He‘, etc.), but where the 
number of particles may not remain fixed. In this case it turns out in 
contrast to the case of systems of a fixed number of particles, that the 
canonical commutation rules (or anti-commutation rules) have many 
essentially different representations. Nevertheless, it was proved by Segal 
(Mat. Fys. Medd. Dan. Vid. Selsk, 31 (1959), No. 2) that the C*-algebra, 
which is the norm-closure of the observables depending only on finitely 
many particles, is canonically determined; therefore it may be regarded as 
the algebra of field observables. The possibility that one may have to vary 
the Hilbert space with the state has also been discussed by Dirac (Lectures 
on Quantum Field Theory, Belfer Graduate School of Science Monograph 
Series, No. 3, Belfer Graduate School of Science, Yeshiwa University, 
New York, 1966). 

The study of infinite dimensional observable algebras has been pursued 
in recent years in another direction, closer to the original theme of Jordan, 
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von Neumann, and Wigner. This is the study of what are called JB, JBW 
algebras, which are the Jordan algebra analogues of the self-adjoint parts of 
C*-algebras and von Neumann algebras. The state spaces of these are 
compact convex sets with an interesting geometric structure, and they can 
be characterized in an intrinsic manner. This thus opens up another 
approach to the foundations in Quantum Mechanics. For a survey of many 
aspects of this theme we refer the reader to the article of E. M. Alfsen (On the 
state spaces of Jordan and C*-algebras, in Algebres d’operateurs et leurs 
applications en Physique Mathematique, CNRS Coll. Intern. No. 274, 1979, 
pp. 15-40). 

In recent years people (Haag, Kastler, and others) have used algebras of 
operators for formulating some general properties of physical systems (for 
example, a quantized field) extended in space-time, that are local in the 
sense that the observables that are localized in noncausally connected 
regions commute with each other. These ideas have clarified somewhat the 
nature of the high-energy scattering processes that dominate elementary 
particle physics. The reader who wants to understand the algebraic 
approach may start with the book of G.G.Emch (Algebraic Methods in 
Statistical Mechanics and Quantum Field Theory, Wiley, New York, 1972), 
and the references cited there. It should be remarked, however, that the 
mathematical questions arising in the attempt to construct rigorous models 
of scattering processes involving particle creation and annihilation 
(Quantum Electrodynamics, for example) are quite deep and are tied up 
with themes of an entirely different sort (cf. J.Glimm and A. Jaffe, Quantum 
Physics: A Functional Integral Point of View, Springer-Verlag, New York, 
1981). 

The approach to Quantum Mechanics via functional integrals was 
pioneered by R.P. Feynman [2] (cf. also his book with A. R. Hibbs, 
Quantum Mechanics and Path Integrals, McGraw-Hill, New York, 1965) 
and is known as the path integral formalism. It is widely used by physicists 
although mathematically difficult to justify. The attempts to understand 
this formalism at a rigorous level have proved very beneficial and effective 
in the mathematical theory of elementary particles and their interactions; 
see the book of Glimm and Jaffe, loc. cit. Finally, for a view of the founda- 
tions of Quantum Theory that is very close to phenomenology one should 
refer to the series of papers of J.Schwinger which are a part of his book 
Quantum Kinematics and Dynamics, W. A. Benjamin, New York, 1970. 


3. Statistics of mixed states. Consider a system governed by the standard 
logic (#) where # is a separable complex Hilbert space, and let it be 
in the state py where U is a von Neumann operator on #. By the 
spectral theorem we have U=%,A,Px, where A,,A9,... are the distinct 
eigenvalues >0 of U, L, the eigensubspace corresponding to A,, and Pr, 
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is the orthogonal projection #—>L,. If d,=dim(Lz), Wa=dnrns and 
U,=d,—P_z,, then tr(U,)=1, L,wW,=1, and the formula 


(23) pu = LwvnPu, 
nm 


exhibits pv as a canonical mixture of the states pv, with weights w,, the 
supports of the pu, being mutually orthogonal. If U has a simple spectrum, 
ie., if d,=1 for all n, the pu, are all pure states; and (23) is the unique 
decomposition of py as a convex combination of pure states defined by 
orthonormal vectors. If some of the d, are > 1, the right side of (23) can be 
split further but not uniquely; indeed, if (uv,,);<:<a, 18 any orthonormal 
basis of Z,, we have 


(24) © pos Lm Ede Paw 


which exhibits py as a convex combination of pure states defined by the 
orthonormal family of vectors (w,,,). Thus, as soon as some d, > 1 we cannot 
definitely say of which pure states pu is a mixture of; the phenomenon is 
clearly nonclassical and is another example of the sharp contrast between 
quantum and classical statistics. 


4. Composite systems. One of the most widely used methods of analyzing 
complicated systems is that of viewing them in terms of suitable subsystems 
and their interactions. For example, for many purposes it is completely 
adequate to view an atom as a system of electrons moving in a centrally 
symmetric force field. We are thus led to the general problem of composition 
of systems. Let S,, Go,..., Sy be quantum mechanical systems; in con- 
ventional Quantum Mechanics we associate complex separable Hilbert 
spaces #,,...,4n, to them with the usual prescriptions of states and 
observables. It is then possible to form a composite system © containing 
GS, as subsystems in a natural manner, and in fact to do this in a universal 
way. The logic of S is #(#) where 


MH WO... iar we 
The map 


t,:A>1®@...@A®...@1 (1 <a <N, A in the ath factor) 


imbeds the algebra B(#,) in B(#); by restricting the A’s to the pro- 
jection operators, each 2, gives rise to an imbedding 


ig:L(Hy)o LH) (1<a<Q). 


Thus the properties of the G, are faithfully reflected within G. If cis a state 
of G, ie., a probability measure on f(#), then 


(25) Bees 
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is a probability measure on #(#,) and so defines a state of G,, the state 
that ©, 1s in when © is in the state o. The map 


(26) o> (oj, ..., oN) 


is clearly surjective; if oz =pu, Where 1, is a von Neumann operator on 
Hand r=pu where U=U,®...@Un, then r°i,=o,' for all a. In general 
the o, do not determine o uniquely; it can be proved that this is so 
if and only if at most one of the o, is nonpure (cf. von Neumann [1], 
pp. 425-429); in particular, if uje#, is a unit vector, o,= Puy» and 
U=Uj®...@Uy, p, 18 the unique state of Y(#) such that p,oi,=p,, for 
all a. However, if we # is a unit vector which is not in this “split” form, 
some of the states p, 7, will not be pure, thereby illustrating the difference 
between the quantum and classical compositions. 

As a simple example let N=2, #,=#’, = C’; we can think of each G, as 
a pure spin system of spin 4. If {y+,-} is an orthonormal basis in €2 which 
corresponds to the + 1 values of the spin in some (fixed) direction in space, 


(27) ®= aks o-9 Oo) 


represents the so-called “spin singlet’ state of the particle pair. The states 
Oy = Dg °t, (a=1,2) are then both mixed, being equal to }(p,+ +p -). The 
probability of having spin parallel to any given direction is } for each of the 
particles; but the spins are so correlated that, given that the first particle 
has spin along the direction @, the probability is 1 that the second particle 
has spin along —a. This example is a variant due to Bohm and Aharanov 
(Phys. Rev., 108 (1957), p. 1070) of the example used by Einstein, Podolsky, 
and Rosen in their famous paper (Phys. Rev., 47 (1935), pp. 777-780). By 
measuring the spin of the first particle in any direction a we can predict 
with certainty the spin of the particle along &@ without apparently dis- 
turbing its state, a paradoxical result since the spin components along 
different directions are not simultaneously observable. The paradox arises 
because of the assumption (which ultimately involves preconceptions about 
the structure of matter, among other things) that a measurement of the 
spin state of the first particle does not affect the state of the second when 
they are spatially far apart; the paradox disappears if one realizes that 
when the composite system is in a state such as (27), a measurement of the 
spin state of the first particle changes the state of the composite system, and 
consequently also the state of the second system (cf. the detailed analysis 
of the situation in Bohr’s reply to the EPR paper, Phys. Rev., 48 (1935), 
pp. 696-702). 

The theory of composition of systems in contexts other than the standard 
ones is more involved. For instance, since there is no reasonable way to 
form tensor products of vector spaces over noncommutative division rings, 
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the theory of composite systems in quaternion Quantum Mechanics 
becomes more difficult. For quaternionic Quantum Mechanics, the im- 
possibility of forming tensor products is interpreted by Finkelstein et al. [1] 
to mean that there are no truly independent systems, i.e., that there are 
complementarity relations between observables of any two systems in 
quaternionic Quantum Mechanics. The issue becomes even more compli- 
cated when we treat it in the framework of general logics. The reader is 
referred to the discussion in Chapter 24 of the book of Beltrametti and 
Cassinelli (cf. Notes on Chapter III) and to the literature cited there. 

The above considerations have to be modified substantially when une 
wants to treat systems of identical particles, because, in Quantum Mechanics 
there are no experiments that can keep track of individual particles 
throughout the course of some physical process. Thus, in such assemblies of 
identical particles, only the physical quantities that involve the various 
particles symmetrically are permitted to be observables. Mathematically, 
this means the following: if # is the Hilbert space of a single particle, then 
for a system of N such particles, the self-adjoint operators on 


HAN =H®...©H (N times) 
that represent physical observables must commute with the natural action 
of the permutation group Sy of {1,..., N} on 4); here we recall that any 
a € Sy acts on H) by sending u, ©...@ un to 
Ug-11) @ ++» @ Ug—un) (Us EH). 


Let U{ be the algebra of all operators on #“) commuting with this action on 
Sy. To analyze the structure of Uf we proceed as follows. For any irreducible 
character 7 of Sy let H(r) be the projection operator 


(NV! vdim(r))-! } z(s)s on AM) 


seSy 

that projects onto the space of “7-symmetric”’ tensors; if 
Hr) = Ela) (2), 

the #\)(r) are mutually orthogonal, stable under Sy and l{ with 

(28) HM = DAM); 


moreover, we can factorize each #)(r) (but noncanonically), as 
(29) Hr) & K(r) @ Lz), 


where U (resp. Sy) acts only on the first (resp. second) factor in such a way 
that Sy acts irreducibly on L(7) with character 7 while U{ is isomorphic to 
B(K(r))@1 (see Wey] [1]). Thus, if # is the logic of Sy-stable closed sub- 
spaces of #), then the #(r) are the atoms of the center of Y, the logics 
L(7r)=LO Ar) are standard (being isomorphic to ¥(K(r)), and 
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L=D,L£(r) is the central decomposition of #. Although (29) is not 
canonical, once we fix such a factorization, for each 7, the pure states of & 
may be identified with the rays of #™) that lie in some K(r), so that the 
K(r) are the coherent subspaces of pure states. The reader should view this 
as an example of noncommuting superselection rules. 

Two specific coherent spaces of pure states deserve special attention. 
These are the cases where 7 is one-dimensional so that K(r) =r). More 
precisely, we consider the two cases: (a) r=1, 7(s)=1 for all seSy; 
(b) 7=sign, 7(s) =signature of s for all se Sy. In (a), #)(z) is the subspace 
of symmetric tensors ofrank N over #, or the subspace of degree NV, SY), 
in the symmetric algebra S(#’) over #. In (b), (7) is the subspace of 
skew-symmetric or alternating tensors of rank N over #, or the subspace of 
degree NV, AY), in the Grassmann or Exterior algebra A(#) over #. 
In atomic theory, in order to get agreement with experiment it is necessary 
to assume that for systems of N electrons no states other than those in 
A (#) occur in nature, i.e., the logic is the standard one associated with 
the Hilbert space AM(#). If u, (1 <1 <WN) are orthonormal vectors in #, 
it is customary to interpret w,A...Aun as “the state in which the electrons 
(in some order) occupy the states u,,...,un’’. The fact that u;,A...Au;,,=0 
if two of the 7,,’s are identical is usually formulated as the Pauli exclusion 
principle, namely, “no two electrons can be in the same state.” In radiation 
theory which studies photon assemblies it becomes necessary to assume that 
for a system of N photons only the symmetric tensor states occur in nature, 
i.e., the logic is the standard one associated with the Hilbert space SY). 
In either case it is necessary to give additional prescriptions, typically by 
introducing specific operators, to describe physical quantities and processes 
characteristic of the systems of particles in question. The systematic way of 
doing this is known as Second Quantization. 

In particle physics it is assumed that the above description in terms of 
AW) A) or S*)( A’) extends to assemblies of particles of any type whatso- 
ever. Particles which require the exterior algebra description are known as 
Fermions and are said to obey Fermi—Dirac statistics, while the others are 
known as Bosons and obey Bose-Einstein statistics. Experiment has shown 
that particles with half integral spin (electrons, neutrons, protons, He® 
atom, etc.) are Fermions while particles with integral spin (photons, He* 
atom) are Bosons. All theoretical explanations of this remarkable connec- 
tion between spin and statistics depend on the theory of relativistic 
quantum fields. 


5. Measurement in Quantum Mechanics. The theory of measurement is at 
the heart of Quantum Mechanics. Indeed it is the uncontrollable disturbance 
caused by measurements on the physical systems being observed that leads 
to the statistical character of the quantum mechanical picture of the 
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physical world. It is natural to try to determine the extent to which one can 
understand the nature of the measurement process within the framework of 
Quantum Mechanics itself. Of course Quantum Mechanics gives unam- 
biguous prescriptions for calculating the probability distribution of any 
physical quantity at a given instant of time, if the state of the physical 
system is given at an earlier time (Schrédinger’s time-development 
equation), so that, no theory of measurement is needed to ensure the 
logical consistency of the theory. But the state vectors are not physical 
objects; they are idealizations, and one has conceptual access to them only 
through results of experiments. Thus, if the theory is to be confronted with 
experience, and is to be used as a guide for understanding existing phenom- 
ena as well as for predicting new ones, it has to contain instructions that 
tell us how to determine the states from physical data, i.e., how measure- 
ments on a system change its state. 

The fundamental work on the general theory of measurement is that of 
von Neumann, most of which is contained in Chapters V and VI of his 
book [1]. Since then, the subject has received a lot of attention and new 
themes have been introduced. We shall limit ourselves to a brief discussion of 
von Neumann’s work and some of the later developments inspired by it. 
The reader who wants to get a historical perspective and a deeper insight 
into these questions should refer to the volume edited by Wheeler and Zurek 
(Quantum Theory and Measurement, Princeton University Press, Princeton, 
NJ, 1983) that collects together most of the crucial papers on the subject. 

For simplicity we shall restrict ourselves to the conventional model of 
Quantum Mechanics. Let a quantum mechanical system be in a pure state 
represented by the normalized vector ¢ (of the Hilbert space # underlying 
the system), and let A be a self-adjoint operator with a purely discrete 
simple spectrum that represents some observable. If a,,a,,... are the 
eigenvalues of A and 4), %2,... are the corresponding normalized eigen- 
vectors, then a measurement (instantaneous) of A will yield the values 
Q,,4,,... with probabilities |(p,9,)|*, |(~,@2)|?, .-.. However, if a particular 
value, say @,, is obtained, and the measurement of A is again carried out 
immediately after, the value does not change. This is interpreted in the 
following way: the act of measurement has changed the state of the system 
from ¢ to ¢,. Since the value a, is obtainable only with probability \(p,0x) eo 
one may then summarize this set of circumstances by saying that the 
statistical effect of the measurement of A consists in changing the state of 
the system from the pure state p to the mixed state in which the pure states 
1) Ya, --. occur with probabilities |(y,p,)|®, |(~,~2)|?, .... If the initial state is 
not pure but mixed and U is the von Neumann operator representing it, the 
operator of the changed state is 
(30) Usa = as (Uga, Yn) P ieas 


n2>1 
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where P,,,; is the orthogonal projection on the one-dimensional span of y, 
(for the discussion of the Compton—Simons experiment of light scattering 
by electrons on which this assumption is based, see von Neumann [1], 
pp. 212-214). Thus the act of measuring A induces the map 


(31) Ma:U>U4 


on the convex set of states. It is clear from (30) that M4 is a convex map; 
but it 1s a convex endomorphism and not a convex automorphism since in 
general it changes pure states into mixed ones. The essential content of von 
Neumann’s work is a profound analysis of the mathematical and physical 
nature of the endomorphisms of the type Ma. 

The first question is to what extent M4 fails to be invertible. Von 
Neumann viewed this from the more general point of view of deciding 
whether (the effect of) M4 is irreversible. To this end, he introduced also 
the automorphisms of the convex set of states of the form 


(32) ap:U>DUD-; 


these are induced by unitary operators D of # that represent the dynamical 
transformations. He then formulated the irreversibility of M4 as the fact 
that it is impossible to go from M4(U) to U by repeated applications of 
transformations of the form Mz, ap. For proving this he introduced, for 
any U, its entropy H(U): 


(33) A(U) = —xtr(UMU), «> 0 being Boltzmann’s constant. 
Then he proved that 


(34) H(U) 20, H(U)=0<=U=p, forsome pe# with ||p|| = 1, 


and further that 
(35) H(a,(U)) = H(U), 
(36) A(M,(U))> H(U) unless M,a(U) = U. 


The irreversibility of the transition U > U 4 follows from (35), (36). 

As remarked by von Neumann himself, there are many unitary invariants 
besides H (U) that do not decrease under the measurement transition U >U 4. 
For instance, the function that assigns to U the value —A where X is the 
largest eigenvalue of U, has this property. But as we shall explain briefly 
below, the entropy function H has thermodynamic significance; and the 
relations (35)-(36) show that the measurement transition U>U 4, is 
actually irreversible even at the thermodynamic level. Since it is easy to 
construct examples of changes U-> U’ where the entropy stays the same 
but the largest eigenvalue decreases strictly, we see that there are thermo- 
dynamically reversible changes which cannot be brought about by repeated 
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applications of Mz, ap. Thus the inequalities (36) go far beyond merely 
establishing the mathematical irreversibility of the transitions U > U 4. 

Von Neumann was led to the definition (33) of entropy by his analysis of 
ensembles of noninteracting systems each of which is in the state represented 
by the (von Neumann) operator U. He used the methods of phenomeno- 
logical thermodynamics for his purpose. The only difference between the 
classical setting and the present one is that the individual systems are now 
governed by the laws of Quantum Mechanics. The problem was to calculate, 
for an ensemble of NV systems in the state U, the decrease in entropy that 
should be achieved to bring the systems to a pure state p,. He found that 
the pure states are transformable among themselves without any change of 
‘heat energy”’ and so all ensembles where the individual systems are in a 
pure state p, have the same entropy, which can be normalized to be 0. He 
then showed, assuming the validity of the first and second laws of thermo- 
dynamics, that the ensemble of N systems with state U requires a decrease 
in entropy equal to —Nxtr(UInU), « being Boltzmann’s constant, in 
order that it may be transformed to the pure state p,. Thus the entropy of 
the original ensemble is 


(37) —Nxtr(UInU). 


The reversal of the processes used here shows that two ensembles with the 
same entropy can be transformed into each other by thermodynamically 
admissible processes. This analysis, which led to the formula (37) for the 
entropy, also suggested the properties (33)—(36). 

The relation (35) asserts that the entropy remains constant during time 
evolution if no measurements are carried out. This will appear paradoxical 
because classically the entropy always increases. The paradox disappears if 
we realize that the entropy H(U) is the entropy of the microstate. The 
classical entropy is a macroscopic quantity and its time variations are due 
to the fact that the observer does not know the microstate of the system. 
To define an analogue of the classical entropy one may introduce a Boolean 
o-algebra IN of “macroscopic projections” that form the logic of macro- 
scopic quantities. If we assume that Jt is atomic and its atoms Fj, H,,... 
are finite dimensional projections where 


(38) 8, = dim(£,,)> 1, 

then it is reasonable to define the macroscopic entropy Hgy(U) of the state 
U by 

tr(UE,) 


Sn 


(39) H(U) = —¥ tr(UE,,) n= 


Von Neumann proved that 
(40) Ho (U) > H(U), 
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with equality if and only if 
(41) U =X (t(UE,)/sn) En 


Unlike the previous case, the macroscopic entropy is always >0 for any U. 
Moreover, it will change under time evolution. Von Neumann investigated 
this as well as the associated ergodic theorems in his paper in Z. Physik, 57 
(1929), pp. 30-70, to which we refer the reader for further details. 

The second aspect of the work of von Neumann is the investigation of 
the maps M, from the point of view of the Quantum Mechanics of the 
composite system formed by the system © under investigation and the 
system ©’ consisting of the “measuring apparatus.” Let # and #’ be the 
Hilbert spaces associated with them and let H=H@#’'. Let A be as 
before a self-adjoint operator with a purely discrete spectrum, @,dy,..., 
91; P2,-.- being the corresponding eigenvectors (normalized). The act of 
measurement of A in S may be regarded as a “temporary” insertion of an 
energy coupling in the composite system that allows G’ to interact with G. 
The time development of the composite system in the (short) time interval 
of measurement is then given by the dynamical group t-> exp(—7w#E) where 
E is the energy operator in HVE é is a unit vector in H”’ representing the 
initial state of the measuring apparatus, and is a unit vector in # repre- 
senting the initial state of ©, the state of the composite system after 
measurement is exp(—i7tH)(m@£é) where 7>0 is the duration of measure- 
ment. This state induces a state of G which may then be regarded as the 
state of S after measuring A. To make sure that this scheme captures at least 
some of the key aspects of measurement it is natural to require that the 
following conditions be satisfied. 


(i) There is an orthonormal set (€,)n>, in #’ such that the state €, 

of G’ “‘corresponds”’ to the state 9, of S. 
(ii) Forallge#, 

exp(—17E)(~ ® €) = Len(P) Pn @ Ens 
n 
with 
len(p)| = |(Ps%n)]. 
The pairing 9, <€, is the mechanism by which the observer, recording the 


state €, of G’, recognizes that © is in the state y,. The second condition 
shows at once that the state of G induced by exp(—i7#)(p@é) is 


My 1(9,n) |? Pon a M apg). 


If for a given A we can find (€,)n>1, §, H, 7 such that (i) and (ii) are 
satisfied, then it would be justifiable to view the transitions U > M 4(U) 
of the states of G, which are irreversible within G, as the effects on S of the 
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perfectly reversible and continuous transitions provided in the composite 
system by its time development. In other words, the causal and continuous 
change of states arising out of the dynamical evolution gives one a unified 
quantum mechanical way of looking at the physical world and its inter- 
actions with the observer. Von Neumann proved that this is possible; that 
is, for any A, and for fixed 7 >0, €, (En)n>1, there is a suitable E satisfying 
(i) and (ii) above. 

This result of von Neumann inspired much subsequent work whose focus 
was on the following issue: To what extent do the requirements (i) and (il) 
above as well as the operator # constructed by von Neumann give a faithful 
picture of measurement processes encountered in the physical world? It 
could be argued that the description of SG’ by the Quantum Mechanics of 
the logic £(H#') does not take into account the fact that very often G’ is 
“very big’ compared to G and so the logic of G’ has a rich supply of super- 
selection rules. The requirement that measurement is of very short duration 
is also troublesome if these questions are to be treated relativistically. 
Finally, if there is additional structure in #, 4’, and a it is not clear that 
the # constructed would respect them. The first example of nonmeasur- 
ability of this kind was exhibited by E. Wigner (Z. Physik, 131 (1952), 
p. 101). He showed that if there are additive conservation laws for EH, then 
A cannot be measured unless it commutes with the conserved quantity; 
and further, that for approximate measurements of A with arbitrary 
accuracy to be possible, the measuring apparatus should be large enough 
to admit states which are superpositions of sufficiently many states with 
different quantum numbers of the conserved quantity. Actually for 
Wigner, A was the x-composnent of the spin of a spin 4 particle, the con- 
served quantity being the z-component of the angular momentum. These 
results were proved in full generality by H. Araki and M.Yanase (Phys. 
Rev. , 120 (1960), pp. 622-626). They proved that if L, (resp. L,) isa bounded 
self-adjoint operator on # (resp. #'), and if 7 >0, vectors (&,,) n>, that are 
orthonormal in #’, and a self-adjoint operator E on # can all be found 
such that U =exp(—ir£) satisfies the von Neumann criteria for measure- 
ment of A for some initial state € in #’, then for U to commute with 
L=L1,©1+1@L, it is necessary that A commutes with L,. Their work also 
showed that when # and # are finite dimensional and the cardinality of 
the spectrum of L, is allowed to be sufficiently large, then approximate 
measurements of A (in a certain sense) can be made with any desired 
accuracy. This raises the question, when A, é, and #’ are fixed, of ex- 
plicitly calculating the lower bound of the accuracy of approximate measure- 
ments of A in terms of the variance of L, in the state £. For spin measure- 
ments of spin } particles(when the conserved quantity is the z-component of 
the angular momentum), M. Yanase (Phys. Rev., 123 (1961), pp. 666-668) 
has investigated this question. 
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6. Quantum Probability Theory. For a given logic ¥ the notions of 
probability measures on ¥ and observables associated to Y define a non- 
commutative generalization of conventional probability theory. For 
standard logics one can develop such a generalization in great depth: see for 
instance the articles in Quantum Probability and Applications to the Quantum 
Theory of Irreversible Processes, Springer Lecture Notes in Mathematics, 
1055 (1984), edited by L. Accardi, L. Frigerio and V.Gorini. 

One of the concepts that is needed for such a theory of Quantum 
Probability, and which goes beyond what we have treated in Chapters ITI 
and IV is that of conditional probability. Let # be a complex separable 
Hilbert space and Y= Y(#). Suppose p is a probability measure on Y and 
U the associated von Neumann operator. We identify elements of Y with 
the orthogonal projections corresponding to them. If # is a projection and 
p(£)>0, the conditional probability measure given that E has occurred is 
defined as the probability measure p (.|Z) given by 


(42) p(F\B) = tr(LUEF)/tr(EUE). 


It is not difficult to show that p(.|) is the unzque probability measure on 
£ with the following property: to any F <Z#, it assigns the probability 
p(£)/p(£). Clearly p(. |Z) is defined by the von Neumann operator V where 


(43) V = (tr(UE))- HUE. 

If F is a projection commuting with EH we have 

(44) P(F|E) = p(EF)/p(L), 

which is exactly as in the conventional probability theory; however, for 
arbitrary F we should use (42). If »y=p 9 where pe # and ||y||=1, we have 
(45) P.|E)=py, p= ||Ee|*- He. 


Let # = H,+#,+... be an orthogonal sum of projections H,, H,... 
with p(£,) >0 for all n. If the projection # commutes with all the £,,, we 
have 


(46) p(F|E) = XL (PP |Z.) p(En)/p(E)). 


However, for general F, (46) ts no longer true. If p=p, (pe #, ||p||=1) and 
,=||En9||-1-£,9, then for an arbitrary projection F we have the correct 
formula 


E,9\\\? En9||\|\En 
a) (FiB) =¥ (EE) pret & (A) pte 


n MEN 


The first term in the right side of this formula is the same as that in the right 
side of (46). The additional terms in the right side of (47) may be viewed as 
arising out of the “interference effects” that are typical in quantum theory 
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when F does not commute with the H,. For a very interesting discussion of 
the well-known two-slit experiments of Quantum Mechanics from the point 
of view of conditional probability see Chapter 26 of the book by E. Beltra- 
mettiand G. Cassinelli (cf. Notes on Chapter III). We refer to the same place 
for a treatment of conditional probabilities relative to a Boolean sub- 
o-algebra of Y, and, more generally, relative to a sublogic of 2%. 


7. Measures on the projections of avon Neumann algebra: Generalizations of 
Gleason’s theorem. Gleason’s theorem may be viewed as a complete descrip- 
tion of all countably additive probability measures on the standard logic 
L(A) when dim(#) > 3. It is natural to ask whether similar results can be 
proved for probability measures on the logic of projections of general von 
Neumann algebras. This question was first raised by G. W. Mackey (Amer. 
Math. Monthly, 64 (1957), pp. 45-57), and it appears that it has now been 
settled completely. 

Let # be a complex separable Hilbert space and ~ a von Neumann 
algebra of bounded operators on #. We write. for the logic of projections 
in. Y and .* for the real vector space of all self-adjoint elements of 7. By 
a finitely additive probability measure on.¥7 ? we mean a map p: HP > [0,1] 
such that u(0)=0, w(1)=1, p(P+Q)=n(P)+u(Q) for P, QexW? with 
PQ=0. Given such ap, one can associate to it the corresponding expectation 
functional 

E peer >kR 
in the following way: if A ¢.** and P4(H-> Pz) is the spectral measure of 
A on the o-algebra # of Borel subsets of R, then 


(48) E,(A) = i Navi), 


where » is the finitely additive probability measure E>p(P,) on &. It is 
easy to see that the correspondence 
pk e 
is bijective from the set of all finitely additive probability measures on. P 
to the set of all functionals 
E:G°>R 

with the following properties: 
(49) (i) & is linear (over R) on any abelian subalgebra of ./**; 

(ii) H(A?) > 0 for any Ac .%; 

(iii) H(1) =1. 


Such functionals are called physical states of x. The concept of a physical 
state is in principle weaker than that of a state of: which demands linearity 
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in place of (i) while retaining (ii) and (iii). If.o7 = B(#), Gleason’s theorem 
implies that for any countably additive wu, HL, is a state of B(#). The 
problem of generalizing Gleason’s theorem on .~? may then be split into 
two parts: 


(1) to determine for which .7 all physical states are states; 

(2) ifa state of / is normal, i.e., if it is countably additive on mutually 
orthogonal projections, to obtain representations of it in terms of the 
usual trace on. (whenever such a trace exists). 


The first problem focuses directly on the issues arising out of the non- 
commutativity of the algebra of observables, and was recognized from the 
beginning to have crucial significance from the foundational point of view. 
Since the linearity of physical states is no longer true when dim(#) =2 it is 
clear that we must assume that . has no central direct summand of 
type I,. Recent work seems to have now shown that for such an A, all its 
physical states are actually states. This result, certainly one of the most 
fundamental and profound ones in the subject, is the culmination of the 
efforts and contributions of many people spread over several years. In 
addition to the famous paper of Gleason the following (partial) list of 
articles may be cited: J. F. Aaarnes, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 149, (1970), 
pp. 601-625; J.Gunson, Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré, A 17 (1972), pp. 295-311; 
A.A. Lodkin, Funk. Anal. Priloz., 8 (1974), pp. 54-58; M.S. Matvieicuk, 
Funk, Anal. Priloz., 15 (1981), pp. 41-53, and Teor. Mat. Fiz., 48 (1981), 
pp. 261-265; E. Christensen, Comm. Math. Phys. 86 (1982), pp. 529-538; 
F.J. Yeadon, Bull. London Math. Soc., 15 (1983), pp. 139-145, and Bull. 
London Math. Soc., 16 (1984), pp. 145-150; and A. Paszkiewicz, preprint, 
to appear in J. Funct. Anal. Fora survey of these and other relevant articles 
and a discussion of the ideas used in the proof we refer to the article of 
P. Kruszynski: Extensions of Gleason’s theorem, in Quantum Probability and 
Applications to the Quantum Theory of Irreversible Processes, Springer 
Lecture Notes in Mathematics, 1055 (1984), pp. 210-227, edited by 
L. Accardi, A. Frigerio and V. Gorini. 

The second problem is really part of the study of normal states, and may 
be viewed as a type of Radon-Nikodym theorem. Such theorems go back 
to H. A. Dye (Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 72 (1952), pp. 243-280), and the 
reader should consult the literature on von Neumann algebras for definitive 
formulations of such results. 


CHAPTER V 
MEASURE THEORY ON G-SPACES 


1. BOREL SPACES AND BOREL MAPS 


From this point onwards we shall emphasize some of the more sophisti- 
cated and specialized aspects of quantum theory. We shall deal only with 
complex separable Hilbert spaces, referring to them as Hilbert spaces 
without any qualification. 

We pointed out in Chapter III the role played by representations of 
physical symmetry groups into the groups Aut(#) and Aut(.7), where 
£ is the logic and ¥ is the state space of some quantum mechanical 
system. If we assume that ¥ is standard, then the results of Chapter IV 
describe rather completely the structure of FY and ™ It would thus 
appear quite feasible to study the representations of the groups which 
are important from the physical point of view. Such a study would 
shed considerable light on various aspects of quantum theory. Now, 
the methods used in the theory of representations of groups are 
very sophisticated and depend heavily on analysis on homogeneous 
spaces. The object of this chapter is to present the basic mathematical 
theory of homogeneous spaces and the function spaces associated with 
them. 

The main reference to the theory of measure and integration on groups 
and homogeneous spaces is the book of A. Weil [1]. This however deals 
mostly with compact and abelian groups. The general theory which is 
presented in the following sections is to a very large extent the work of 
Mackey [2], [3], [4], [5], [6], [7]. 

We shall begin with the concept of a Borel space. A Borel structure on 
a set X is simply a o-algebra # of subsets of X; the pair (X,H) will be 
referred to as a Borel space. Elements of # will be referred to as the 
Borel subsets of X. We shall use this terminology only when there is no 
ambiguity about the o-algebra involved. By the usual abuse of language 
we shall refer to X itself as a Borel space. If (X,4) and (Y,@) are Borel 
spaces, and f is a map of X into Y, f is said to be Borel if f-'(€)cQ; if f 
is one-one, maps X onto Y, and if f-1(@)=@, we shall say that f is a 
Borel isomorphism, and speak of X and Y as being isomorphic. When 


X=Y and f is an isomorphism we shall call f an automorphism. 
148 
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The theory of Borel spaces is a very extensive one. We shall constantly 
use the main results of this theory in our work. For this, our references 
are to Halmos [1], Kuratowski [1], [2]. Articles of Mackey [5] and Black- 
well [1] are also very close to our general point of view. In the next few 
paragraphs we shall summarize what is essential for our purposes; proofs 
of these and other related results may be found in the sources mentioned 
above; cf. also Varadarajan [3], [4]. 

A Borel space (X,#) is said to be separable if (i) {z}e A for all xe X 
and (ii) there is a countable set YO such that FZ is the smallest o- 
algebra of subsets of X containing Y; G is then said to be a generating 
class. A class Yo G@ is said to be separating if, for each pair of points of X, 
there exists a set A ¢ 9 which contains one but not both of them. It is 
useful to note that in any Borel space (X,#), if D generates # and 
{a} « B for all x e X, then F is separating. In fact, if this is not true, there 
will be a pair of points 2, ye X (xy) such that for each A € Q, either 
{v,y}CA or {x,y} OX A= @. The set of all such A is a o-algebra containing 
Y and hence every set in Z has the above property. But this is impossible 
as {x} does not have the property. 

Let X be a topological space. The smallest Borel structure containing 
all the open subsets of X is called the natural Borel structure of X. When 
X is a metric space, the natural Borel structure coincides with the smallest 
Borel structure with respect to which all continuous functions on X are 
Borel. 

Suppose X, (« € J) are Borel spaces and X any set. For each « €J let 
7, be a map of X into X,. Then there exists a unique smallest Borel 
structure on X with respect to which all the maps 7, are Borel. If Y is a 
Borel space and f a mapping of Y into X, f is Borel if and only if 7, o fis 
Borel for each a. If X is the product space of the X, and z, the projection 
of X on X,, X, equipped with the above mentioned Borel structure, will be 
called the product of the Borel spaces X,. If each X, is a topological space 
and its Borel structure is the natural one, then it is not in general true that 
the product Borel structure coincides with the natural Borel structure 
associated with the product topology on X. This is so, however, if J is 
countable and each X, has a second countable metrizable topology. 

If (X,Z) is a Borel space and Y is a subset of X, then the class By 
defined by 


B ={BnY:BeB 


is a Borel structure for Y. (Y,@#y) is said to be the Borel subspace defined 
by Y. The natural injection of Y into X is Borel. Note that Y ttself need 
not be a Borel set in X. If X is a topological space with its natural Borel 
structure, then Ay coincides with the natural Borel structure of Y when 
Y is considered as a topological space with the relative topology. 
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An important class of Borel spaces may be singled out in the following 
way. Let 7 be a complete separable metric space and X a Borel subset of 
7. Then the Borel subspace defined by X is said to be standard. The 
motivation for this terminology rests on the remarkable theorem that two 
standard Borel spaces are isomorphic if and only if they have the same 
cardinal number and that a standard Borel space is finite, countable, or 
has the power of the continuum. Standard Borel spaces are separable. If 
(X,Z) isa standard Borel space, (Y,@) is separable, and if f is any one-one 
Borel map of X into Y, then (i) the range Y, of f is a Borel set in Y, (ii) 
the Borel subspace defined by Y, is standard, and (iii) f is a Borel iso- 
morphism of X with Y,. If (X;,4,) (¢=1.,2,---) is a sequence of standard 
Borel spaces, then their product is standard. A Borel subspace of a 
standard Borel space is standard if and only if it is defined by a Borel set. 
Any uncountable standard Borel space is isomorphic to the unit interval. 
If X is any locally compact Hausdorff space satisfying the second axiom 
of countability, the Borel space obtained by equipping X with its natural 
Borel structure is standard. 

A measure on a Borel space is any nonnegative set function which is 
countably additive on its Borel structure; +00 is an allowed value. A 
measure p on (X,) is finite if p(X) < o; is o-finite if X =|), X,, where 
each X,, is a Borel set and for each n, p(X,,) < 00. p is said to be standard 
if there exists a Borel set Xq such that (i) p(X — X,)=0 and (ii) the Borel 
subspace defined by X, is standard. Let X be a locally compact Hausdorff 
space satisfying the second axiom of countability. By a Borel measure on X 
we shall understand a measure with the property that the measure of any 
compact set is finite. Any Borel measure is o-finite. Let C,(X ) be the linear 
space of all complex valued continuous functions on X with compact 
support and let ~ be any Borel measure on X. Then 


pif>| fle (feO.(X)) 


is a linear functional on C,(X) such that ~(f)>0O whenever f is real and 
>0. Conversely, if A(f + A(f)) is a linear functional on C,(X) such that 
\(f) =0 whenever f is real and >0, there exists a unique Borel measure pu 
on X such that A=. This is the well known Riesz theorem (cf. Halmos 
[1], pp. 216-249). Any Borel measure on X is regular, i.e., for any Borel 
set Hc X, 

(1) pw(Z) = sup p(C). 


CCE 
C compact 


Given a Borel space (X,#) and a o-finite measure p on it, we call a set 
ACX p-measurable if there exist Borel sets B, and B, such that 
B,CACB, and p(B,—B,)=0. When there is no ambiguity about the 
measure that is involved, we speak simply of measurable sets. The 
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collection of p-measurable sets is a c-algebra and hence defines a Borel 
structure on X, say &,. called the p-completion of Z. The measure p has a 
unique extension to F, as a measure. The functions which are Borel with 
respect to the Borel structure &, are called p-measurable. If f is any 
p-measurable function on X, there exists a Borel function g such that 
f=g almost everywhere, i.e., {x : f(x) 49(x)} € Z, and has p-measure zero. 

Let (X,#) be a Borel space, let q be any o-finite measure, and let p be a 
measure. We shall say that p is absolutely continuous with respect 
to q, p<q in symbols, if p(#)=0 for any Borel set E for which q(#)=0. 
If f is a nonnegative Borel function, the function p : E> |, fdq is a 
o-finite measure which is «<q; 7p is finite if and only if f is an element of 
£*(q). Conversely, if p is a o-finite measure «gq, there exists a nonnegative 
Borel function f on X such that p(E)=|, fdq for all Borel sets E. f is 
essentially uniquely determined by p in the sense that if f’ is a Borel 
function and p(E) =|. f’dq for all Borel sets H, then f=f’ q-almost 
everywhere. f is called a Radon-Nikodym derivative of p with respect to q 
and is denoted by dp/dq. If p, g, 7 are o-finite measures, then p<gq and 
q<r implies p<r and the relation dp/dr=dp/dq. dq/dr holds r-almost 
everywhere. In particular, if p<q and q<«p, p and q have the same null 
sets and dp/dq-dq/dp=1 almost everywhere; both the derivatives are then 
positive almost everywhere. Let p be any o-finite measure on X, and let us 
choose disjoint Borel sets X,,X,--- such that X =|), X, and p(X,)<0o 
for all n. Let the constants c,>0 be such that >, c,p(X,) <0. Then, the 
measure q defined by 


QE) = > ¢,p(EOX,) (Bef) 


is finite, and p and g are mutually absolutely continuous. The relation of 
mutual absolute continuity is obviously an equivalence relation in the set 
of all o-finite measures on X. The corresponding equivalence classes are 
called measure classes on X. lf t is a Borel automorphism of X and p is a 
o-finite measure on X, we define the o-finite measure p' by 


(2) p(L) = pt-(#)) (He) 


p is said to be invariant if p'=>p; p is said to be quasi invariant if p' and p 
are mutually absolutely continuous. Clearly p is quasi invariant if and 
only if the class of null sets of p is invariant under ¢. A measure class is 
said to be t-invariant if it contains a o-finite measure quasi invariant with 
respect to #. 

We shall now prove two lemmas of a technical nature. They are of 
importance in the sequel. 
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Lemma 5.1 (Federer-Morse [{1]). Let X and Y be two mectric spaces 
and let f be a map of X onto Y. Suppose that there exists a sequence {K,} 
of compact subsets of X such that (i) K,oK,c---, (ii) X=U, K,, and 
(iii) for each n, the restriction of f to K,, is a continuous map of K,, into Y. 
Then there exists a Borel set E<X such that (i) f maps E onto Y, 
(ii) for any ye Y, E meets f~*({y}) in exactly one point, and (iil) 
Ef UU(f[K,])¢&,, for all n. 


Proof. We shall first consider the special case when X itself is compact 
and f is a continuous map of X onto Y. By a theorem of Alexandroff 
(cf. Kelley [1], Chapter 5), the space X is a continuous image of a compact 
set C<[0,1]. Let g be a continuous map of C onto X and let h=f og. Then 
h is a continuous map of C onto Y. For any y € Y, h~*({y}) is a nonempty 
compact subset of C and hence has a unique least element m/(y), i.e., 
my) €h-*({y}) and m(y) <c for all c € h-1({y}) —{m(y)}. Define 


F = {m(y) : ye Y} 
and 
ge | 


By its definition, F meets each set h~*({y}) exactly once. Hence h is 
one-one and maps F onto Y. From this it follows immediately that f is 
one-one on # and maps # onto Y. In other words, H meets each set 
fo({y}) (ye Y) exactly once. 


It remains to prove that H is a Borel set. For any integer n>1, let 
A,<C be defined by 


A, = {e:ceEC,h(d) # h(c) for any deC with d < c—1/n}. 


We claim that A, is open in C. Suppose this is not true. Then there exists 
a sequence c, in C such that c, ¢ A, for all s=1,2,---, but c,>ceA, as 
s—> oo. Since c, ¢ A, there exists a c,’<c,—(1/n) in@ such that h(c,’) =h(c,). 
If s;<s2<-+-- isa sequence of integers such that c,,’ > c’ as k > oo, then 
ce’ EC, e’ <c—(I1/n), and h(c’)=h(c), a contradiction. A, is therefore open. 

We show next that F=(), A,. If ce F, it follows from the definition 
of m(y) that for any c’<c, h(c’)#h(c). Thus ce A, for all n. Conversely, 
let cy € A, for all n. If c’<co, there exists an n such that c’ <cy—(1/n) and 
hence h(c’) £hA(c). This proves that ¢)=m(h(c)). 

Now any open set in a metric space is a countable union of closed sets. 
As C is compact, it follows that each A, is a countable union of compact 
sets. Therefore g[A,,] also has the same property, and is hence a Borel set. 
We shall complete the proof that Z is Borel by showing that H=()), g[A,]. 
Clearly, E<(), g[A,]. Suppose, on the other hand, that x € g[A,] for all 
nand x ¢g9[F]. Let y=f(x) and c=m(y). Then ce F and so g(c)#x; thus 
g~*({z})=T is a compact set CC, not containing ¢ and lying entirely to 
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the right of c. Hence there exists a d>0 such that all points of 7 are at a 
distance >d away from c. If (1/n) <d, then TCC—A, and as T =g~1({x}), 
« ¢g[A,]. This contradiction shows that H=(), g[A,]. 

We now come to the general case. Write X=), K,, where K,, is 
compact, K,oK,c---, and f is continuous on each K,. There exists, by 
the special case, proved just now, a Borel set D,< K,, such that f is one- 
one on D, and f[D,]=f[K,]. Now, the D,,’s need not increase with n. We 
shall show, however, that they may be chosen to possess this property as 
well. We define Borel sets H,,£,,--+ by induction in the following manner: 


Ey = D,,; 
and for n>1, 


(3) E,, imac (27, M (ia Ue = ))5, U ei 


We claim that the £,,’s have all the desired properties. Clearly HE, cE,¢---. 
We claim that for each n, f is one-one on E, and f[Z,)=f[K,]. This is 
proved by induction on n. Since #,=D,, this is true for n=1. Suppose 
now that 7>1 and that fis one-one on H,,_, with f[Z,_,]=f[K,_1]. Then 
the formula (3) implies easily that f is one-one on #, and maps E,, onto 
f{{K,]. Let H=), H,. Then # is a Borel set, f is one-one on H, and 
f[H=Y. Since £,cK,, it is obvious that HO f~*(f[K,])cA, for all n. 
The lemma is completely proved. 


Corollary 5.2. Let X and Y be standard Borel spaces and f a Borel map 
of X into Y. Let p be a finite measure on X and q the measure E —> p(f ~'(E£)) 
defined on Y. Then, the range f[X] of f 1s q-measurable and its complement 
has q-measure zero. Moreover, there exist Borel sets A and Z such that (i) 
AcxX, Zof[xX], (ii) ¢(Y— Z)=0, and (iii) A ts a section for f over Z, 1.€., 
f vs one-one on A and maps A onto Z. 


Proof. The corollary is trivial if X is countable. Hence we consider the 
case when X is uncountable. We may assume that X and Y are both 
identical with the Borel space associated with the unit interval [0,1]. By 
a theorem of Lusin (Halmos [1], p. 243) we can find compact sets K,¢ X 
such that (a) K,c K,¢---, (b) p(X—), K,)=0, and (c) f is continuous 
on each K,. Let Z=\), f[K,]. Each f[K,] is compact and hence Z is a 
Borel set. Since L), K,S f~1(Z), p(X—f~1(Z))=0 so that ¢( ¥Y— Z)=0. 
This already shows that f[X] is g-measurable and q( Y —f[X])=0. We can 
now apply the Federer-Morse lemma to \), K, and construct a Borel set 
Ac€X such that f is one-one on A and maps A onto Z. The proof of the 
corollary is complete. 


Remark. It is actually true (though it is harder to prove) that the 
range f[X] is a universally measurable set; i.e., for any finite measure « 
on Y, f[X] is an a-measurable set. Corollary 5.2 is valid even in this case, 
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with q replaced by «. We shall not prove these results but refer the 
reader to the paper of von Neumann [2] and Kuratowski [1], [2]. We refer 
to this stronger version of corollary 5.2 as von Neuwmann’s cross-section 
lemma. 


Suppose X and Y are Borel spaces. Let v be a measure on Y, and for 
each x € X let us be given a v-equivalence class of Borel functions on Y. 
The problem we now want to examine is whether we can select for each 
x a representative f(x,.) in the corresponding class such that the function 
x, y > f(x,y) is Borel on Xx Y. We need two auxiliary lemmas. 


Lemma 5.3. Let X be a Borel space, S a separable metric space, and 
f a Borel map of X into S. Then there exists a sequence {f,} of Borel maps 
of X into S such that (i) each f, takes only countably many values, and 
(ii) f(z) > f(x) uniformly for xe X (as n > 0). 


Proof. Fix the integer n> 1. Since S is a separable metric space, we can 
cover S by a countable family {B,,} of balls of radius 1/2n. Let the sets C,, 
be defined by C,=B, and C,,=B,,—Uj<m B; (m>1). Then the C,, are 
disjoint and S=\_),,C,,. Since C,,¢ B,,, diameter of C,, <1/n for all m. For 
each m such that C,,, is nonempty, let s,, be some point of C,,. We define f, 
as the map 


fn(X) = 8m if #e f~"C,,). 


Then f, is Borel, has countably many values at most, and dist(f,(x), f(x)) < 
1/n for all x € X. 


Lemma 5.4, Let X be a Borel space and S a separable Banach space. 
Let K be a subset of S*, the dual of S, with the property that the linear com- 
binations of elements of K are dense in S*. If f is a map from X to S such that 
for each k € K, the function x — k(f(x)) is Borel on X, then f is a Borel map 
of X into S. 


Proof. Let #* be the smallest Borel structure on S with the property 
that all the elements of S* are Borel functions with respect to it. From our 
assumption about K it follows easily that for each A ce @*, f-1(A) is a 
Borel subset of X. To prove that f is Borel, it is enough to prove that B* 
coincides with the natural Borel structure # of S. Obviously, #*CF. 
Since # is generated by the open sets, it suffices to prove that any open 
set belongs to #*. Now, as S is separable, every open set is a union of 
countably many balls. Thus it is enough to prove that @* contains all 
balls. Further, as x —> cx (c € C) and 2 -> x+a (a €S) are easily seen to be 
automorphisms of the Borel space (S,4*), we are reduced to proving that 
the unit ball B={z : ||x|| <1} lies in @*. Now, it is well known that under 
the weak +-topology for S* (=the smallest topology for S* such that 
k —> k(x) is a continuous function on S* for each x € 8), the unit ball B* of 
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S* is a conipame metric space (Dunford-Schwartz [1]), hence separable. 
Let {x,*,2.*,---} be a countable dense subset of the unit ball of S* in the 
weak *-topology. Then (by the Hahn-Banach theorem), 


B= {eaiee(a) |= 1 dorallte*esB*} 
= () {x : |x,*(x)| < 1 for all n}. 


This shows that Be &* and completes the proof that @*=@. This 
proves that f is a Borel map. 

Now we are in a position to formulate and prove the lemma on the 
selection of representatives. 


Lemma 5.5. Let X and Y be Borel spaces, with Y separable. Let and v 
be o-finite measures on X and Y, respectively. Let f be a complex valued 
function on XxY and let Y be a union of Borel sets Y, of finite v-measure 
such that (i) for each xe X, —> f(x,y) is a Borel function on Y which is 
ie on each Y,, (ii) for any 1 and any Borel set FCY,, «=> 


i f(x,y)dv(y) is a Borel function of x. Then, there exists a complex Borel 


function f* on XxY and a Borel set NOX of p-measure zero such that 
for each xe X—N, 


(4) F*(x,y) = f(xy) 
for v-almost all y. 


Proof. We may clearly drop down on one of the Y; so that we may 
assume that v( Y) < oo. Also since u intervenes only in terms of its null sets, 
we may replace » by a finite measure mutually absolutely continuous 
with respect to 1; hence we assume that y is also finite. 

Write S= #1(v), the Banach space of (equivalence classes of) v-inte- 
grable Borel functions on Y.S is a separable Banach space since the Borel 
structure of Y is countably generated. Since y > ‘ x,y) is a v-integrable 
Borel function on Y, it defines an element, say f(x), of S. We claim that 
x—>f(x) is a map of X into S which satisfies the conditions of lemma 5.4. 
Now the dual of #1(v) is #*(v) and every bounded Borel function on Y 
is a uniform limit of linear combinations of characteristic functions y, 
of Borel subsets F of Y. y, defines the linear functional t, :u— 
fb u(y)dv(y) on #1(v). By hypothesis, x — t,(f(x)) is Borel for all F. We 
may therefore conclude from lemma 5.4 that x->f(x) is a Borel map 
from X to S. So X is the disjoint union of countably many Borel sets on 
each of which f is bounded. We may assume therefore that f itself is 
bounded. By lemma 5.3 there exists a sequence {f,,} of Borel maps of X 
into S such that (i) each f, is bounded and takes only countably many 
values, and (ii) f,(7) f(x) uniformly in xe X. Since f, is bounded and takes 
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only countably many values, it is obvious that there exists a pxv- 
integrable Borel function f,* on Xx Y such that for each xe X, the func- 
tion y > f,*(x,y) defines the element f,(7) of S. We then have: 


sup [ |fat(ea) fa (ea) |do(y) > 0 


as n,m-— oo and hence 


{J Ie Frags 2) —fin*(a,y)|d(u x v)(x,y) == 


XxY 


as n,m-—>oo. As £'(ux-v) is complete, there is a Borel function f* on 
XxY such that f* is (ux v)-integrable and 


| int (ey) —P* (ary) |d(e x v) x,y) > 0 


2.0.40 6 


as n> oo. Select a subsequence {f,,*} such that f,,*(x,y) > f*(x,y) for 
(u x v)-almost all x, y. Then there exists a Borel set N of 4-measure zero 
such that for each xe X—N, f,,*(2,y) > f*(x,y) for v-almost all ye Y. 
It is clear that for each xe X —N, f*(x,y)=f (x,y) for v-almost all y. This 
proves the lemma. 


Corollary 5.6. Let X, Y, , and v satisfy the same restrictions as in lemma 
5.5. Suppose that Q(x>q,) is a map from X into the space of all finite 
measures on Y such that (i) q,<«v for all x € X, and (ii) for each Borel set 
FCY,x->4q,(F) isa Borel function on X. Then, there exists a Borel function 
f* on Xx Y and a Borel set NCX of p-measure zero such that for each 
xeX—N, y— f*(x,y) 1s a version of dq,/dv. 


Proof. For each x¢X select a Borel function f, on Y such that 
f.=dq,/dv, and define f on XxY by f(«,y)=f,(y). The corollary follows 
from the lemma at once. 


2. LOCALLY COMPACT GROUPS. HAAR MEASURE 


The groups which are commonly encountered in physical problems, 
such as the Lorentz group or the rotation group, are topological groups 
(cf. Pontrjagin [1] for the theory of topological groups). Moreover the 
underlying topological spaces are locally compact and satisfy the second 
axiom of countability. Because of this and other technical reasons, we 
shall restrict ourselves in the sequel to locally compact groups satisfying 
the second axiom of countability (lcsc). The Borel structures associated 
with the underlying topologies of these groups are standard. We shall 
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describe in this section a few known facts about lese groups and Haar 
measures. A detailed treatment can be found in Halmos [1] (pp. 266-289). 

Suppose that @ is a group which is at the same time a Borel space. We 
shall say that G is a Borel group if the map x, y > xy~! of Gx G into G 
is Borel; G is called a separable (standard, etc.) Borel group if the under- 
lying Borel structure is separable (standard, etc.). In this book we shall 
deal only with separable Borel groups. If G is a separable Borel group, the 
maps x—> «71, x» ah, and x-> ha (he G) are Borel automorphisms of 
the Borel space G. Any lese group is a standard Borel group. 

Suppose G is any lese group. It is a classical fact that there exists a 
nonzero o-finite measure » on G such that p is left invariant, ie., p(H)= 
u(x) for all Borel sets # and all a € G. pw is essentially unique in the sense 
that if ~’ is another o-finite left invariant measure, then p’=c-p for some 
constant c>0. p is called a left Haar measure on G. p(U)>0 for every 
open set U and yp is a Borel measure. Similarly there exists a nonzero 
Borel measure p, which is right invariant, i.e., p,(#)=p,(H#x) for all Borel 
sets H and xe @. Again, the right invariance determines p, up to multi- 
plication by a positive constant. p, is called a right Haar measure on G. 

In general, it is not true that a right Haar measure is left invariant. 
When this is so we shall say that G is a unimodular group. Suppose G is 
any lese group and that » and yp, are left and right Haar measures on G. 
For any x€G, the measure H -> (Fz) is also a left Haar measure and 
hence there exists a constant A(x) >0 such that 


(5) p(B) = A(«)u(E) 


for all Z. Clearly A does not depend on which left Haar measure we use in 
(5). The function A(x —> A(z)) is known to be a continuous homomorphism 
of G into the multiplicative group of positive real numbers, i.e., 


Oe Ate) Sea (e the identity of G), 
(6) (ii) A(ay) = A(w)A(y) — (zye @), 


(iii) A is continuous. 


(i) and (ii) are easy consequences of (5); the third needs a little work 
(cf. Loomis [2], pp. 117-120). A is called the modular function on G. If fis a 
continuous function vanishing outside a compact set of G, we have, 
from (5), 


(7) [_ seendue) = a) | fedduee 
From this it follows that 


(8) [ fea@-raue) = J flex) due) 
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The equation (8) shows that the measure p, defined by 


(9) B= [ A(2~2)dq(2) 


is a right Haar measure. It follows from (9) that », and w are mutually 
absolutely continuous; the Radon-Nikodym derivatives dy,/du and 
du/du, are, respectively, the functions z—> A(z)~! and z — A(z). A simple 
calculation using (9) shows that 


(10) p(B) = A(x)~*p,(B) 


for all Borel sets # and all xe G. 

It is clear from (9) that G is unimodular if and only if A is the trivial 
homomorphism, i.e., A(z)=1 for all ze G. Since x > log A(x) (xe G) is a 
continuous homomorphism of G into the additive group of real numbers 
which does not have any nontrivial compact subgroups, it follows that A is 
trivial on any compact subgroup of G. Compact groups are therefore 
unimodular; in this case » and yp, are finite. It is customary, when G is 
compact, to reserve the term Haar measure to the unique left and right 
invariant measure giving measure | to the whole of G. If G is not compact, 
wand pu, are not finite. Abelian groups are trivially unimodular. Since A 
is a homomorphism, A(z)=1 whenever z is of the form xyx~!y~1 for 
x,yeG. Let G’ be the smallest closed subgroup of G containing all 
elements of the form zyx~1y~! (x, ye G@); A is then identically 1 on G’. 
Hence a sufficient condition for G to be unimodular is that G=G’. 

There exist groups which are not unimodular. Suppose that G is the 
group of all matrices g, 


=(% : -y real, y > 0 
oe aa (x, y real, y > 0). 


We identify g with the upper half-plane by the mapping g — (z,y). If 


mB) = {I as dedy, — wy(B) = {{ 7 ted 


then yw and p, are, respectively, left and right Haar measures on G. 


3. G-SPACES 


Suppose that X is a Borel space and G is a separable Borel group. We 
shall say that X is a G-space if for each g € G, there exists a Borel auto- 
morphism t,(« —g-x) of X such that 
(i) #, is the identity, 


(11) . 
(11) bys90 = tatoo (91; G2 IS G): 
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X is said to be a Borel G-space if the map g, x > g-a of Gx X into X is 
Borel. We shall say that X is a standard Borel G-space if X is a Borel 
G-space and if the Borel structure of X is standard. For any G-space X 
and any x € X, the set 


(12) Gp ={9:gEG, gu=2} 
is a subgroup of G. It is called the stability subgroup at x. The set: 
(13) Ga = {g-x:geG} 


is called the orbit of x. If y=h-x (hE G), then G,=h-G,-h-? as is easily 
verified. Thus the stability subgroups of the points on the orbit of xz are 
conjugate to G, and any subgroup conjugate to G, is the stability subgroup 
of some point on the orbit of x. 

If X is a Borel G-space and Y is a subset of X, we shall say that Y is 
G-invariant if G-2x<Y for all xe Y; in this case, the Borel subspace 
defined by Y becomes in a natural and obvious fashion, a Borel G-space. 
It is called the Borel G-subspace defined by Y. If X, and X, are two Borel 
G-spaces, and f a Borel map of X, into Xz, then f is called a G-homo- 
morphism if for all x, € X,, and all g eG, 

(14) F(g-%1) = g-f(a). 

A G-isomorphism is a G-homomorphism f with the additional property 
that fis a Borel isomorphism of X, onto XQ. If there exists a G-isomorph- 
ism of X, onto X,, we shall call X, and X, isomorphic Borel G-spaces. 

Suppose that X is a locally compact Hausdorff space satisfying the 
second axiom of countability and, further, that G is a lese group. Let X 
be a°G-space with the additional property that the map g,x—g-z of 
Gx X into X is continuous. Then X is obviously a Borel G-space. We shall 
refer to it as a locally compact G-space. G is said to act continuously on X. 
In this case, for each g € G, x > g-x is a homeomorphism of X onto itself. 
Since G is a countable union of compact sets, G-x is also a countable 
union of compact sets for any «eX. Every orbit in a locally compact 
G-space is thus a Borel set. The stability subgroups are, moreover, closed 
subgroups of G. 

A measure p on a Borel G-space X is said to be invariant if p(g:-#)=p(E£) 
for all Borel sets H¢ X and all ge G. In many problems it is necessary to 
work with measures which are only quasi invariant. A measure p on X is 
said to be quasi invariant if p(Z)=0 if and only if p(g-#) =0 for g € G, ie., 
if the action of G on X transforms p-null sets into p-null sets. Notice that 
if p is quasi invariant and f,, f. are two functions on X which are equal 
almost everywhere, their transforms f,% and f,% also have this property 
for any g eG, where f°(z)=f,(g~1-x) («4 ¢ X, 1=1,2). For any measure p 
on X and any géG, let us define the measure p’ by 


(15) p\E) = p(g-*-£). 
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p is quasi invariant if and only if p? and p are mutually absolutely con- 
tinuous for all g ¢ G. Therefore, if p is quasi invariant, so is any measure 
mutually absolutely continuous with respect to p. If X is a locally com- 
pact G-space and p is a Borel measure, then so is p’. 

A simple example of a G-space (G any lesc group) is obtained when we 
take X=G@ and define, for xe G and geG, g-«=L,(x)=gx. Obviously 
G=G-e and the stability subgroups are all trivial. If » is a left Haar 
measure, pz is invariant. If 4, is a right Haar measure, yz, is not in general 
invariant; but it is quasi invariant since it is mutually absolutely 
continuous with respect to p (cf. (9)). 

A Borel G-space X is said to be transitive or homogeneous if X =G-x for 
some x € X. In this case, X =G-y for each y ¢ X. The above example is a 
simple example of a transitive G-space. If X is a standard Borel G-space 
which is transitive and if the stability groups associated with the points 
of X are all trivial, then we shall say that X is an affine space associated 
with G. If we assume G is standard and choose a point «eX, the map 
g —g-x is a Borel isomorphism of G onto X which is a G-isomorphism of 
the G-space G (G@ acting on itself by left translations) on the G-space X. 
But this isomorphism depends on the choice of x. 

We shall conclude this section with a theorem due to Varadarajan [2] 
which imbeds a standard Borel G-space in a compact metric G-space, G 
being any lese group. 


Theorem 5.7. Let G be a lesc group and X be any standard Borel G-space. 
Then there exists a compact metric G-space Y, and an invariant Borel set 
ECY such that X is G-tsomorphic to the Borel G-subspace of Y defined 
by E. 


Proof. Let 4 be any left Haar measure on G. Denote by ¥! the Banach 
space of (equivalence classes of) complex Borel functions f on G such that 


(16) Ifha = [Leto date) < 00, 


If heG@ and f"(x)=f(h-*x) for xeG, f"e H) and |/f"|,=|f|],. It is 
well known that f,h—>f" is a continuous map from ¥!xG@ into #} 
(Loomis [2], p. 118). Let # be the complex vector space of all complex 
valued bounded Borel functions on X, and for uc F¥ let 


(17) I|26\| 0 = sup |w(a)|. 


Since the map g,2->g~!-x of Gx X into X is Borel, the function 
oo x) is Borel for each we ¥. If fe #!, the function x —> 


I f( f(g)u(g~*-%)du(g) is Borel on X; we shall denote it by f * u. It is obvious 


rey pie F and |f*ulo<|/fili-|lul..u—>f* wis a linear map of F 
into itself. 
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For any nonempty set YC ¥F we write Y(Z) for the set of all complex 
valued maps e(f,u—e(f,w)) on Y1xQ such that (i) for each we J, 
f— e(f,u) is linear on #?, and (ii) |e(f,w)| < |[fi],- |u|. for all f, we FZ! x F. 
We equip Y(Z) with the smallest topology with respect to which all the 
maps e->ce(fu)(feY1,ueED,ce Y(M)) are continuous. From the 
defining properties (i) and (ii) it is obvious that Y(QY) is a compact Haus- 
dorff space. If Z is countable, it is clear that Y(Z) is even a compact 
metric space. We shall now convert Y(QY) into a G-space. We define, for 
ce Y(Y) and geG, the element g-c by 


(18) ge( f,u) = e( f@"”,u), 


where, as usual, f"(x)=f(h~1-x) (x,heG). Since |f?-*|,=|fl1, it is 
clear that g-c e Y(Z), and a simple calculation shows that Y(Q@) is a 
G-space. 

We now claim that the map g,c-> g-c of Gx ¥(Q) into Y(Q) is con- 
tinuous. In view of the definition of the topology on Y(@) this reduces to 
proving that for each (f,uw)e¢¥!xQ, the map g,c—>c(f% *,w) from 
GxY(@) into the complex numbers is continuous. However, an easy 
calculation shows that the inequality 


le(f%,u)—e'(f*,u)| < fe(f?,u)—e'(f%,u)| + | f?—f" lla: ell. 
is valid for all ¢, ce’ ¢ ¥(Y) and g,heG, and the right side tends to 0 
when h ->g and c’ ce. G thus acts continuously on Y(Q%). 

We shall now imbed X in Y(@) for a suitably chosen Y. Let A,,A,,--- 
be a sequence of subsets of X which generate the Borel structure of X, 
and let u, be the function which is 1 on A, and 0 on X—A,. Let D= 
{uy, Ug,---} and let Y=Y(QM). Since J is countable, Y is a compact 
metric space. For any x € X let us define c, by 


(19) c,(f,u) a (f * u)(x) Ve L7, ue 7D), 


Obviously c, ¢ Y. x > c, is thus a map, say €, of X into Y. Since the 
map x—> (f * w)(x) is Borel for all fixed f, u, it follows that € is a Borel 
map of X into Y. Further, if g e G, we have: 


Cy.r(f,u) = (f * u)(g-x) 
= Il f (h)u((h-2-g)-2)dy(h) 


= { Sot}ut-*-2 dy 
= (fOr? x ula) 
= (9-0)(f,u). 


This proves that ¢ is a Borel G-homomorphism from the G-space X into 
the G-space Y. Let H be the range of ¢. # is clearly invariant. 
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We assert that € is one-one. Suppose in fact that x, y are two points of 
X such that (f* u)(x)=(f * u)(y) for all f,ue Y'xQ. Then, for each 
ue Q, u(g~-x)=u(g-!-y) for almost all g e G. As F is countable, there 
exists a Borel null set NGG such that for any ge G—N, u(g™*-x)= 
u(g~*-y) for all ue QZ. Let go be any point of G—N, and let x»=g9*-2, 
Yo=9o i-y- As the Borel space X is separable and as Aj, Ao,--- is a 
generating family, it is also a separating family (cf. Section 1). Hence, 
u(ao)=U( Yo) for all u € D implies that z)=Yo. Therefore x=y. 

Therefore € is a one-one Borel map of X into Y. Since X and Y are 
standard, this implies that the range E of € is a Borel subset of Y and 
that € is a Borel isomorphism of the Borel space X onto the Borel sub- 
space of Y defined by HE. Since we have already proved that # is an 
invariant subset of Y and that é is a G-homomorphism, the proof of 
theorem 5.7 is complete. 


Corollary 5.8. Let G be a lesc group and let X be a standard Borel G-space. 
Then, for any x € X, the stability subgroup G', (of G) at x 1s closed. Moreover, 
the orbit G-a« of any x in X isa Borel subset of X. 


In fact, it is enough, in view of theorem 5.7, to prove these facts when 
X is an invariant Borel subset of a compact metric space on which G 
acts continuously. In this case, both assertions are obvious. 

We shall end this section with two technical results which describe the 
manner in which the quasi-invariant measures on a Borel G-space trans- 
form under the action of G. For any o-finite measure p on X we define 
p® by (15). 


Lemma 5.9, Let X be any Borel G-space, G, a lcse group. Let p be a 
o-finite quasi-invariant measure on X and let f,(g,.) be a version of the 
Radon-Nikodym derivative dp/dp°». Then for fixed 91, Jz € G, 


(20) fo(9192,%) = f(91:92°@) fo(G2,%) 


for p-almost all x. 


Proof. We begin the proof with a formula which describes how a 
Radon-Nikodym derivative transforms under a Borel automorphism. 
Let py, v be o-finite measures on X such that uwxv. Let t(a—>t-x) be a 
Borel automorphism of X. Define the measures p! and v' by setting 
pe (H)=p(t-"(#)) and v'(Z)=v(t-1(£)), for all Borel sets EZ. Then p'<«v*. 
If # is any Borel set, 


p(B) = | (dls) (xyao(x) 


* iE (dp/dv)(t-* -a)dv*(ar), 
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showing that 
(21) dui'ldv' = (du/dv). 


This said, we come to the actual proof. Fix g,,9,¢G. Then p%%.) = 
(p%1)% and dp/dp%2%, = (dp/dp%)-(dp/dp%:)%2 from what we said above. 
This implies easily that 


f(9192.%) = fr(91,92°%) fr(Ga,%) 


for p-almost all 2. 
Our next result tells us that we can choose these Radon-Nikodym 
derivatives so they are ‘“‘almost”’ Borel on Gx X. 


Theorem 5.10. Let G be a lesc group, w a left Haar measure on G, and let 
X be a separable Borel G-space. Let p be a o-finite quasi-invariant measure 
on X. Then, there exists a Borel function F, on Gx X which is positive 
everywhere such that for p-almost all ge G, x > F,(g,x) is a version of the 
Radon-Nikodym derivative dp/dp°~". In particular, the identity 


(22) F'3(9192,X) = F,(91,92°%) F (92,2) 
is satisfied for ux px p-almost all (91,92,.x) EGxGx X. 


Proof. We start with the special case when p is finite. We first claim 
that for each Borel set Ho X, g > p(g:E) is Borel. In fact, the map 
t:g,2%-—>g,g-x is a Borel automorphism of GxX and hence A= 
iG x #] is a Borel subset of Gx X. Let p be a left Haar measure on G. 
Then we know that for each geG, the set A’={x : (g,7) € A} is a Borel 
subset of X and g — p(A’) is a Borel function on G. Since A’=g- #, our 
claim is proved. 


We are now in a position to apply corollary 5.6. It follows from this 
corollary that there exists a Borel function F, on Gx X such that for 
almost all ge G, x —> F,(g,x) is a version of dp®~”/dp. Since p is quasi 
invariant, for each g, F,(g,x) is p-almost everywhere positive and hence, 
by the Fubini theorem, F, is positive for almost all points of Gx X. We 
may thus assume that F, is positive everywhere without altering the 
conclusions. Put F,=1/F,. Then F is a positive Borel function on 
Gx X and for p-almost all g, x > F,,(g,x) is a version of dp/dp®~”. Finally, 
the identities (22) follow from (20). This completes the proof of the 
theorem when p is finite. 

If p were o-finite, we choose a finite measure g such that q«p and 
p<q. Let a(x —> a(x)) be a positive Borel function which is a version of the 
Radon-Nikodym derivative dp/dg. Choose F, as a Borel function on 
Gx X corresponding to q, and define 


(23) F (9,0) = a(x): F,(g,2)-a~*(g-2). 
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The identity 

dp|dp® = dp/dq-dq/dq™  (dq/dp)™ 
implies that F,, has all the required properties. 


4. TRANSITIVE G-SPACES 


We shall now examine the transitive G-spaces somewhat more closely. 
Let @ be a lese group. Let Gp be a closed subgroup of G. Let X =G/Gp, the 
space of all left cosets g@o, g eG. Let B be the canonical mapping of G 
onto X defined by 


(24) B:g—> 9G, 
and for any element g of G and ~=hG) of X let g-x be defined by 
(25) g:-x% = ghGp. 


Clearly, g-2 depends only on g and x and not on the element h used to 
define x. G thus acts on X and this action is transitive. Let X be equipped 
with the quotient topology, that is, UC X is open if and only if B~*(U) 
is open in G. A map c(xz — c(x)) of X into G is called a Borel (continuous) 
section if it is a Borel (continuous) map and if B(c(x)) =a for all « e X; then 
its range meets each left G) coset exactly once. It is said to be regular if 
for each compact subset K of G, c[X] AO B~1(B[K]) is a set with compact 
closure. 


Theorem 5.11. X, under the quotient topology, is a locally compact 
Hausdorff space satisfying the second axiom of countability and B is an open 
continuous map. Moreover, X is a G-space and the map g,x—>g-«x of 
Gx X into X is continuous. If K is any compact subset of X, there exists a 
compact subset K, of G such that B[K,|=K. Further, there exists a regular 
Borel section for G/@). A map f of X into some Borel space Z is Borel if 
and only if the map f°=foB of G to Z is Borel. In particular, if ECX, 
Eis a Borel set if and only if the set B~1(E) is a Borel subset of G. Finally, 
let Y be a transitive standard Borel G-space, y € Y and let G, be the stability 
subgroup at y. Then the map t:B(g)—>g-y is a Borel isomorphism of 
X=G/G_ onto Y which is a G-isomorphism of the associated G-spaces. If 
Y ws a locally compact G-space satisfying the second axiom of countability, 
t is a homeomorphism. 


Proof. That X is locally compact Hausdorff second countable and that 
f is open are well known (cf. Pontrjagin [1)]). 


Now, G is clearly transitive on X. The map (g,9’) — (g,8(g’)) of Gx G 
onto Gx X is continuous and it is easily shown that the topology for 
Gx X is the quotient topology relative to this map. The map g, x —> g-x 
is therefore continuous. 
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Let W,, W,,--- be a sequence of compact sets in G with nonempty 
interiors such that ), (interior(W,))=G. If then K is a compact set <X, 
then for some n, 


Ke U AW), 


and hence K=£[K,], where K,=8-1(K)Q (U%_, W,). Clearly K, is 
compact. 

We shall next prove the existence of a regular Borel section for G/@o. 
Let {K,,} be a sequence of compact subsets of G such that (a) K,o Koc -:: 
and U, K,=G, and (b) any compact subset of @ is contained in some 
K,. Using lemma 5.1 we can construct a Borel set HE such that (i) 
EO B~\(8[K,])<K,, for all n, and (ii) 8 is one-one on H and maps E onto 
X. f is thus a Borel isomorphism of F onto X as E and X are both 
standard. If c denotes the inverse map, c is a Borel isomorphism of X onto 
E. cis a Borel section. It is obvious from (i) and (b) above that c is regular. 

Suppose now the set A4¢ X is such that 8-1(A) is a Borel set in G. Then 
E ™8~}(A) is also Borel. Since 8 is one-one on E, and since the Borel 
subspace defined by £ is standard, A =f[£ A B~1(A)] is a Borel subset of 
X. If f is a Borel map of X into Z, where Z is some Borel space, then 
f°=f ° Bis a Borel map of G into Z. Conversely, let f° be a Borel map of 
G into Z such that f°=f o B for some map f of X into Z. If F is any Borel 
subset of Z, B-1(f-1(F))=f°-(F) is Borel in G and hence f~'(F) is 
Borel in X. f is thus a Borel map. 

We finally come to the uniqueness of transitive G-spaces. Let Y, y be 
as in the statement of the last assertion of theorem 5.11. Clearly the map 


t:B(9)—>9-y 

is one-one, maps X onto Y, and is moreover such that t(g-x)=g-t(x) for 
all «eX and geG. If MCY is open, t-1(M)=f[A], where A= 
{g:9g-y eM} so that t-1(M) is open. ¢ is thus continuous. A classical 
category argument (Pontrjagin [1]) now implies that t is a homeomorphism. 

Suppose we assume in the above proof that Y is only a standard Borel 
G-space. We then use corollary 5.8 to conclude that G, is a closed sub- 
group of G. Thus ¢ is well defined and the same argument as that given 
above now shows that t is Borel. Since both X and Y are standard, ¢ is 
a Borel isomorphism. This completes the proof of the theorem. 


Since G acts on X, we may speak of invariant measure classes on X. 
We shall now proceed to study these. We use a “lifting” technique to 
reduce the problem to @ itself. Now @ acts on itself by left and right 
translations. We have accordingly left and right invariant measure 
classes. We write yu for a left Haar measure and define pu, by 


(26) (HL) = w(E~*). 
#, is a right Haar measure. 
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Lemma 5.12. There exists a unique measure class on G which is left (or 
right) invariant, and it is the measure class determined by p. In particular, 
it is both left and right invariant. 


Proof. Let a be a finite right quasi-invariant measure. We want to 
prove that «(#)=0 if and only if u(#)=0. Let f be a Borel function on G 
such that 

() 0 <i) for all xe G, 


Gi) [ seorduer+{ feeddula) < oo. 


Such f are easily constructed. Suppose now for a Borel set A, a(A)=0. 
Since « is right quasi invariant, «(Ax)=0 for all x in G and hence 


[ (42-9 feaydu(a) = 0, 
i.e., writing y, for the characteristic function of A, 
[(f xdeerdetyn) ferdute) = 0. 
By Fubini’s theorem, this means 
[_(f xatomseardute)) day) = 0 
and hence, as the inner integral is >0, 
[ xalyerfterdy(ey = 0 
for a-almost all y. Thus, for some y, € G, 
[ xalvor ds a)dule) = 0 
and hence, as f(x)>0 for all 2, 


Xal Yor) = 0 


for y-almost all 2, i.e., u(yo~1A)=0 so that p(A)=0. Conversely, if 
u(A)=0, u(y +A)=0 for each y and hence 


[_ xalyeyflerdute) = 0 
for each y, proving that 


I, (|, xal ye) f (a)du(x) Jd y) = 0. 


Using Fubini’s theorem, we get: 


{ (An) f (a)du(z) = 0 
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and hence, as the integrand is >0, 
a(Ax,~+) = 0 


for some 2X, showing, as « is right quasi invariant, that «(A)=0. Thus 
H,, a, w are all in the same measure class. If a is left quasi invariant, the 
measure & defined by @(A)=a(A~') is right quasi invariant so that 
4, &, #, are in the same measure class. This proves the lemma. 


Remark. Lemma 5.12 enables us to speak without ambiguity of null 
sets in G; a Borel set A<G will be called null if it is a set of measure zero 
for the unique measure class singled out by lemma 5.12. 


We now return to the general transitive case. Let Gy be a closed sub- 
group of G and X=G/G). We now observe that, on X, quasi-invariant 
measures can be constructed easily. Let «, be a finite measure on G which 
is quasi invariant, and let a be the measure on X defined by a(A)= 
& (8 1(A)). Then «(£)=0 if and only if B~1(#) is a null set in G. « is thus 
quasi invariant. Our aim is to show that all quasi-invariant measures can 
be obtained in this manner, up to absolute continuity. 

Let C,(G) denote the class of all complex functions on G which are 
continuous and have compact support. Let C,(X) denote the analogously 
defined space of functions on X. For any f in C,(G) let us write Mf for the 
function on G defined by 


(27) (Mf\(g) = [ f(gh)dio(h); 


here yy is a left Haar measure on the Iese group G chosen in some way. 
It is then clear from the left invariance of yp that, for any hy in Go, 


(28) (Mf)(gho) = (Mf)(9) 
for all g e G. Hence there exists a function f~ on X such that 
(29) f~(B(9)) = (MA)Q) (gE G). 


We shall use the mapping f — f~ to lift measures from X to G. 


Lemma 5.13. Let P be the set of all real nonnegative elements of C.(X) 
and P' a subset of P having the following properties: (i) if fy, fo € P’ and 
C1, Co are constants >0, cf, +cof,€ P’, (ii) if fe P’ and fre P, fife P’, 
and (iii) for any x € X, there is an f € P’ with f(x) >0. Then P’=P. 


Proof. Let x¢ X. Then there exists an f,¢ P’ such that f,(a)=1. 
Therefore, for some open set U, with compact closure and containing 2, 
f.(y) = 3 for all y € U,,. Let f, be an element of P such that f,(y)=f.(y)~* 
for all ye U,,. Then f,’=f,f, € P’ and has the property that f,’(y)=1 
for all y € U,,. Suppose now that K is any compact subset of X. For each 
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xe K, let U, be an open set containing x and f,’ an element of P’ such 
that f,/=1 on U,. Choose points x,,---, x, €K such that KCUf_, Uz,. 
Then f’=f.,+---+/%, belongs to P’ and f’(y)>1 for all ye K. Choose 
an f,¢ P such that f,(y)=f'(y)~} for all ye K. Then f”=f,f’ belongs 
to P’ and f’(y)=1 for all y € K. Finally, let fe P and let K be a compact 
set such that f(y)=0 for y ¢ K. Choose an f” € P’ such that f"(y)=1 for 
all ye K. Then f=ff" ¢ P’. This proves the lemma. 


We are now ready to formulate the main properties of the map 
ie 

Lemma 5.14. For any feCJ(G), f~ €C,(X). The map f—f~ has the 
following properties: (a) f>0 implies f~ >0; (b) f>f~ maps C,(G) onto 
C.(X) and maps the set of real nonnegative elements of C,(G) onto the set of 
real nonnegative elements of C(X); (c) for any continuous function u on X, 
(u°f)~ =uf~ (where u®=u o B) (d) faeG, (f%)~ =(f~)*. 


Proof. We first prove that for any f in C,(G@), f~ €C,(X). Clearly if f 
vanishes outside a compact set K<G, f~ vanishes outside f[K]. Therefore 
there remains only the continuity of f~. For this it suffices to prove that 
Mf is continuous on G since then the continuity of f~ would follow from 
the fact that X has the quotient topology. Let gy € G and W, be a compact 
neighborhood of e. Now 


(MP )(9) — (ME \(g0)| < l. Lf (gh) —f (Goh) |duo(h). 


0 


Since feC(G), given e>0, there exists a compact neighborhood 
WcW, around e such that |f(a)—f(a’)|<e whenever aa’-1e¢ W. If f 
vanishes outside the compact K, and gg,~1 € W, 


(MP9) —(Mf)(9o)| < | f (gh) —f (Goh) |duo(h) 
(90 1W-1K)NGo 
Se | duo(h), 


where K’=(9)"'W,~1K) 1 Go. This proves that Mf is continuous at go, 
finishing the proof that f~ €C,(X). 

The map f-—> f~ is linear and it is obvious that f>0 > f~ >0. Next, 
let u be a continuous function on X and u°=w o B. Then 


M(u'f)(g) = WG) | f(gh)dpo(h). 


This shows that M(u°f)=w°Mf. Hence (u°f)~ =uf~. Third, let ac G. 
Then (Mf*)(g)=(Mf)(a~*g) from which we conclude that (fea We. 
This proves that (a), (c), and (d) are satisfied. It only remains to prove (b). 
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P= {f~ :feC AG), f real and = 0}, 


and let P be the set of all real nonnegative elements of C,(X). We claim 
that P’ satisfies the conditions of the lemma 5.13. (i) is obvious and (ii) 
follows from (c). To check that (iii) is satisfied at each point of X, it is 
enough to do so at x)=f(e) because G acts transitively on X and P’ 
satisfies (d). But then, if feC,(@)>0 and is 1 in a neighborhood of e, 
(Mf )(e) =f ~ (#9) > 0 obviously. This shows now that P’= P. In particular, 
C.(G) is mapped onto C,(X). The lemma is completely proved. 


For any Borel measure « on X, the map f— i f~da is, by virtue of 


lemma 5.14, a nonnegative linear functional on C,(@). Let us denote by 
«° the Borel measure defined on G by this linear functional. We thus have 
a mapping «—> «°® from the set of Borel measures on X into the set of 
Borel measures on G. Since f > f~ has the whole of C,(X) for its range, it 
is obvious that «,°=«a,° implies a, =a. « — @° is therefore a one-one map. 

Let us now consider the equation 


(30) [ fae =| fod (fe o.(@)). 
G Xx 
Our next aim is to extend (30) to certain Borel functions on G. 
Lemma 5.15. Let f be a Borel function on G such that 


(31) iL Lf (gh) |duo(h) < 00 


0 


for each g EG. Then there exists a unique Borel function f~ on X such that 
for allg eG, 


f~(B(9)) = i f(gh)dpig(h). 


If f=0, then f~ >0 and we have 


(32) lL Be = i fda 


in the sense that either both sides are infinite or both sides are finite and equal. 
If f is bounded and vanishes outside a compact subset of G, then f~ is bounded 
and vanishes outside a compact subset of X. 


Proof. Since g,h-—>f(gh) is Borel on GxGp, it is clear that g—> 
is f (gh)duo(h) is Borel on G. Moreover, this function of g is constant on the 
left Gy-cosets. Hence, by theorem 5.11, the existence and uniqueness of 
f~ are immediate. Also, f>0 implies f~ >0. Suppose f(g) =0 for all g ¢ K, 


170 GEOMETRY OF QUANTUM THEORY 


K being a compact set, and let |f(g)|<A for all geG. Clearly, f~(x)=0 
for x ¢ B[K]. Further, if « ¢ BLK] and we write x=8(g) (g € K), 


[, Fema | 


|f~(z)| = 


<4{ duig(h) 
g 4KNGo 
< Au KK Ge. 


This proves that f~ is bounded. 

We now come to the proof of (32). We consider first the case when 
f=xx, the characteristic function of the compact set KEG. We can 
choose a sequence {f,} of nonnegative elements in C,(G) such that f, |) xx 
pointwise on G. Then'f,~ | f~ pointwise on X and 


| ee Ta ae 
G Nn+O JG 


lim | f,~da 


nae aX, 


IL frde. 


This proves (32) in this case. Next, for any Borel set ACK, f= yz, is 
bounded and has compact support and hence y,~ is bounded and has 


ll 


compact support. It is therefore «-integrable and the map A — iP X47 do 


is easily verified to be a measure on the Borel sets of K. By what we have 
seen earlier, this measure coincides with «° on all compact AC K. Therefore 
it must coincide with «° for all Borel sets A. But then this proves (32) for 
f=x4 (ACK). At this stage we know that (32) is true for all simple 
functions f vanishing outside compact sets. 

For the general case, let f>0 and let {f,} be a sequence of nonnegative 
simple functions with compact supports such that f, + f pointwise on G. 
Then f,~ + f~ pointwise on X. Hence by the Fatou-Lebesgue lemma, 


| fae = i 
G n+0 JG 


| 
0 

= 
= 
Qu 

R 
° 


This completes the proof of the lemma. 


Corollary 5.16. For a Borel set ACX, a(A)=0, if and only if 
a°(B~*(A)) =0. 
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Proof. Suppose that A is a Borel set < X and «(A)=0. If K is a compact 
set ¢8~7(A), then, y,~ =0 outside A and so, by (32), 


0%(K) = | xn7de 
BRA 
= ()) 


This proves, by regularity of «°, that «(8-1(A))=0. Conversely, let 
«°(B~1(A))=0. Let KG A be compact. Since 8~1(K) is closed, there exists 
an increasing sequence {K,,} of compact subsets of 8~1() whose union is 
B-*(K). Then «°(K,)=0 for all n, so that we can infer from (32) and the 
nonnegativity of yx, ~ that y,,~=0 almost everywhere for each n. 
Suppose now that a(K)>0. Then, there will exist an x, ¢ K such that 
Xx, (%1)=0 for all n. Choose a g, €8~*(K) such that B(g,)=2,. Then 
Hol(g, *K,) A Go) =0 for all n. This is absurd as (9, ~1K,) A Go t Go. Thus 
a(K) must vanish. By regularity of «, «(A)=0. 


Corollary 5.17. Jf a, and a, are Borel measures on X, a.«Ka, of and only 
if a2°<«Ka,°. In this case, 


(33) das°/da,° = (day/da,)°. 
Proof. Let a,«a, and let t=da,/da,. We may assume t>0. For any 


nonnegative u eC .(G), the function wé® satisfies the conditions of lemma 
8.15 and, moreover, 


(Ur et. 


Since u~t € F1(a,), ut? € F(a,°) and we have: 


i ut°da,° = | u~tde, 
G 4 
-{ u~ de 
x 
G 


This shows at once that a°««,° and da ,°/da,°=t°. On the other hand, 
if a °«a,°, we obtain the relation a,.«a, at once from the previous 
corollary. 

Corollary 5.18. If G is compact, then for any Borel set ACX, a(A)= 
a°(B~*(A)). 

Proof. In this case, on normalizing u and py as usual, we see that for 
any wweC,(X), (u°) sun Hence, ly ude= |, ude. This implies the 


corollary. 
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From lemmas 5.14 and 5.15 the following theorem follows immediately. 
It is a basic theorem in the theory of quasi-invariant measures on X. 


Theorem 5.19. There are quasi-invariant Borel measures on X =iGiGe: 
where G is a lese group and Gy a closed subgroup. If d is a finite quasi- 
invariant measure on G, and d~ is the finite measure defined on X by the 
equation X~(A)=A(B-1(A)), then AX is quasi invariant. Any two quasi- 
invariant o-finite measures on X are mutually absolutely continuous. If 
E<X is any Borel set, the quasi-invariant o-finite measures on X vanish for 
E if and only if B-1(E) is a null set of G. If «1s any Borel measure on X, a 
is quasi invariant (invariant) if and only if «° is a quasi-invariant (left 
invariant) measure on G. 


Proof. If g ¢ G and if « is a Borel measure on X, («)° = («°)? as is easily 
seen from (d) of lemma 5.14. Moreover, any o-finite measure is mutually 
absolutely continuous with respect to some finite measure. Lemmas 5.14 
and 5.15 and corollaries 5.16 and 5.17 then lead quickly to the proofs of 
all the assertions of this theorem. 


Theorem 5.19 enables one to speak of null sets of X and G without 
specifying any quasi-invariant measure. If A is any quasi-invariant 
measure on X, the class of A-measurable sets is independent of A. In other 
words, we may also speak of measurable sets and measurable functions on 
X without ambiguity. 


Corollary 5.20. Let Ac X. Then A is measurable if and only if B~1(A) 
as measurable. If f is a map of X into some Borel space Z, f is measurable 
if and only tf f°=f o B is a measurable map of G into Z. 


Proof. It is enough to prove the first part since the second part follows 
immediately from the first. Suppose now that AC X is measurable. Then 
there are Borel sets A, and A, such that 4,C ACA, and A,—A, is a 
null set. Clearly 8~+(A,)<¢B-1(A)<SB-*(A,) and B-1(A,)—B-1(A,)= 
B~1(A,—Ay,) is also null. 8~1(A) is thus measurable. 

Conversely, let B=8~1(A) be measurable. Let A be a finite quasi- 
invariant measure on G and let A~ be the induced measure on X. There 
exist sequences {K,} and {K,,’} of compact subsets of G such that (i) 
K,¢B and K,’<G-—B for all n, and (ii) \(B—U, K,)=A((G— B)— 
LU, K,’)=0. Since 8 is continuous, the sets A, and A, where 


A, a U PK] 
X—Ay = UPIK,] 


are both Borel. It is obvious that A,C ACA, and A~(A,—A,)=0. 
A is thus measurable. 
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Corollary 5.21. G acts ergodically on X, i.e., if f is a Borel map of X 
into some Borel space Z such that f(g-x)=f(x) for almost all (g,xz) e Gx X, 
then f is a constant almost everywhere. In particular, there exists, wp to a 
constant multiplying factor, at most one invariant o-finite measure on X. 


Proof. By the Fubini theorem, there exists a point x, of X such that 
f(g +21) =f (x1) for almost all g. We may clearly assume that x, =2,=£(e). 
Select a Borel set ACG such that A is the union of countably many 
compact sets, G—A is of Haar measure zero, and f(g-x%)=f(x9) for 
geA. Let X,»>=A-x. Then X, is a Borel set and B-1(X —X,)cG—A is 
null, showing that X — Xq is null. Let a, and a, be nonzero invariant o- 
finite measures. Then they are quasi invariant. Let f=da,/do,. Then, for 
each geG, f(g-x)=f(x) for almost all x. f is thus a constant almost 
everywhere, proving that a, is a constant multiple of ap. 


Corollary 5.22. Let S be a standard Borel space and let f be a Borel map 
of G into S. Suppose that for each h e Gy f(gh)=f(g) for almost all g. Then 
there exists a Borel map a of X into S such that f(g)=a(B(g)) for almost 
all g. 


Proof. We may clearly assume that S is the unit interval. Let A be a 
quasi-invariant measure on G with A(G@)=1. Let A, be a quasi-invariant 
measure on G with A,(G))=1. Let A~ be the measure on X induced by A 
through the map f. By the Fubini theorem, f(gh)=f(g) for almost all 
(g,h) € Gx Gy. Hence, for some Borel set N of G of measure zero, we can 
assert that for each ge G—N, f(gh)=f(g) for almost all h € Go. If we write 


f(g) = i) f(gh)ddo(h), 


then f, is Borel, and for ge G—N, f,(g)=f(g). Moreover, for any fixed 
geG—N and h' eG, the functions h > f(gh'h) and h > f(gh) are both 
equal to f(g) for almost all h. Consequently, f,(gh’)=f,(g) for all 
(g,h') € (G@—N)xG. Consider now the set X’=A[G—N]. X’ is a A~ 
measurable subset of X by corollary 5.2, and hence 8-}(X’) is a A-measur- 
able set which is a union of left @-cosets, and, for all (g,h) € B~*(X’) x Go, 
fi(gh)=f1(g). Moreover, X—X’ is null and so G—f~+(X’) is also null. 
Define now the function f, on G by 


uf a X’)), 
0 wn fit ee 


fo is A-measurable and f,(g)=f(g) almost everywhere. Further, f2 1s 
constant on the left Go-cosets, and therefore there exists, by corollary 
5.20, a A~-measurable function f, on X such that f,=f,°. Choose a Borel 
function a and X such that a(x) =f3(x) for almost all x. Then f(g) =a(B(g)) 
for almost all g. This completes the proof. 
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5. COCYCLES AND COHOMOLOGY 


The functional equations (22) are extremely significant in the theory 
of induced representations associated with G-spaces. We shall devote the 
present section to a study of these equations in an appropriately general 
context. 

Let X be a standard Borel G-space, G being a fixed lese group. We choose 
an invariant measure class @ on X. Let M be a standard Borel group, 
fixed throughout this section. We write 1 for the identity of M. Let f be 
a function on Gx X with values in M. We shall say that f is a (@,X,M)- 
cocycle relative to @ if the following properties are satisfied: 


(i) fis a Borel map of Gx X into UM, 
(35) (ii) f(ea)= 1 for almost all xe X, 


(iti) f(9192.%) = f(91:92°%)f(Yo,%) for almost all 
(91:92:%) €GxGx X. 


If there is no ambiguity concerning the group M, we shall refer to f 
simply as a (G,X)-cocycle relative to @ or, even more briefly, as a cocycle 
relative to @. Note that the null set in (ii) is with respect to @ while the 
null sets in (iii) are those of the measure class which is a product of the 
usual measure classes in G with @. 

A cocycle f is said to be a strict cocycle if it satisfies (35)(i) and further, 
(36) (11’) and (i1i’), where 


Gi) flea) — tee tor all aia 


36 
0) Gi’) fGen) — feed eee) feral meee ee 


Our decision to call the functions satisfying (35) and (36) cocycles is 
prompted by the fact that these equations are generalizations of the 
identities which describe the cocycles in the cohomology theory of groups 
(cf. Kilenberg [1], pp. 3-37). We note here that it was G. W. Mackey who 
first studied the cocycles in the context of an arbitrary transitive Borel 
G-space. It was the detailed study and analysis of cocycles which enabled 
Mackey to formulate and prove the correct generalizations of the classical 
work of Frobenius on induced representations (of finite groups), to the 
case when the group in question was an arbitrary lesc group. The aim of 
this section is to carry out a cohomology theory of (G,X,M)-cocycles. 

We begin by introducing equivalence relations in the set of all cocycles 
relative to a fixed invariant measure class @. Suppose that f,; and f, are 
two cocycles relative to @. We shall say that f, and f, are cohomologous, 
fi~fe m symbols, if there exists a Borel map b(2 > b(x)) of X into M 
such that 


(37) falg.u) = b(g-x) fi (g,x)b(x) + 
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for almost all (g,~) € Gx X. By taking b to be identically 1, we see that if 
f, and f, are equal almost everywhere on Gx X, then f,;~ fo. It is easy to 
verify that ~ is a genuine equivalence relation in the set of all cocycles 
relative to @. Each ~ equivalence class will be called a cohomology class 
relative to @. Suppose further that f, and f, are strict cocycles. We shall 
then say that f, and f, are strictly cohomologous, f, = fz in symbols, if there 
exists a Borel map b(x — b(a)) of X into M such that 


falg,%) = b(g-%) f1(g,%)b(x)~* 


for all (9,2) © Gx X. x is also easily verified to be an equivalence relation 
in the set of all strict cocycles. Each ~-equivalence class will be called a 
strict cohomology class. 

The map 1 : g,7 > 1 is a strict cocycle. Any cocycle cohomologous to it 
will be called a coboundary. If the cocycle is strictly cohomologous to I, 
it will be called a strict coboundary. Obviously, a cocycle f is a coboundary 
(strict resp.) if and only if for some Borel function 6 on X with values in M, 
f(g,2) =b(g-x)b(x)~* for almost all (all resp.) (9,2) e Gx X. 

Suppose that M is abelian. Then the set of Borel maps of G x X into M 
is an abelian group under pointwise multiplication; both the set of cocycles 
and the set of strict cocycles are subgroups of this group. The coboundaries 
form a subgroup of the group of cocycles and for two cocyeles f,, fo, fi~fo 
if and only if f,f.~1 is a coboundary. Therefore the cohomology classes 
are in one-one correspondence with the elements of the quotient group of 
the group of cocycles mod the group of coboundaries. This quotient 
group is known as the (G,X,M)-cohomology group. 

From now on we shall assume that G is transitive on X. We choose a point 
% €X arbitrarily and write G, for the stability subgroup at 2. G@ is 
closed. 8 denotes the map g —> 9-9 of G onto X. 8 is a Borel map. For any 
map u of X into some space Z, u° denotes the map g —> u(f(g)) of G into Z. 
On the other hand, if v is a map of G into Z which is constant on the left 
G)-cosets, there exists a unique map wu of X into Z such that u°=v; we 
denote u by v~. Thus (v~)°=v and (u°)~ =u. 

We shall also extend this notation to two variables. Let Y, Z be Borel 
spaces and let uw be a map of Y x X into Z. We then write u° for the map 


¥, 9 > wl y,B(9)) 


of YxG into Z. We note that u is Borel if and only if u° is Borel. 

At various points of our arguments in this section, we shall be con- 
cerned with functions on X, G,GxG, Gx X, GxGx X, and so on. Since 
G and X possess unique invariant measure classes, there are canonically 
determined measure classes on each of the other spaces. For instance, if A 
and 2’ are quasi-invariant o-finite measures on G and X, respectively, the 
measure x’ determines a measure class on G x X which depends only 
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on the measure classes of \ and 4’. By a (Borel) null subset of Gx X we 
mean a set on which all the measures of this class vanish. Similar remarks 
apply to @xG@x X, etc. In view of the uniqueness of the invariant 
measure classes, we are entitled to omit any reference to them and speak 
of cocycles and coboundaries. This we shall do. 

Suppose now that f is a strict cocycle. Then it follows easily from (ii’) 
and (iii’) of (36) that h —> f(h,x) is a Borel homomorphism of the stability 
group G, at x into M. We shall call it the homomorphism defined by f at the 
point xe X. If m, and m, are two Borel homomorphisms of G, into M, 
we shall say that m, and mz, are equivalent if there exists a k € M such that, 
for all he Go, 


(38) mo(h) = kmy(h)k-2. 


The cocycles and their cohomology classes are difficult to handle 
because of the null sets involved. The strict cocycles and their classes are 
much better behaved in this respect since there are no null sets. Our 
main concern is to show that in every cohomology class of cocycles there 
is a strict cocycle and that the latter is determined uniquely up to strict 
cohomology. This means that the cohomology classes of cocycles are in 
canonical one-one correspondence with the strict cohomology classes of 
strict cocycles, which are easier to analyze. 

The simplest strict cocycles are the strict (G,@)-cocycles. Our method 
of examining strict (@,X)-cocycles consists in “‘lifting’’ these to strict 
(G,G)-cocycles and analyzing the latter. 


Lemma 5.23. Let f be a strict (G,X)-cocycle. Then the function f° on Gx G 
defined by 


£°(9:9') = £(9.B(9’)) 


as a strict (G,G)-cocycle. If F is any strict (G,G)-cocycle, there exists a unique 
Borel map b of G into M such that b(e)=1 and 


(39) F(g,9') = 5(99')b(g’)~* 
for all (9,9')EGxG. 


Proof. The first assertion is trivial. For the second, we note that (36) 
gives 


F(g,9') = F(gg',e)F(9’,e)~? 


for all (g,9')e Gx G. Equation (39) follows by putting 6(9’)= F(g’,e). If 
b, is another Borel map of G into M such that 6,(e)=1 and F(g,g’)= 
b,(99')b1(g')~*, then b(gg’) ~ *b,(9g’) =5(g’)~ 1b, (g’) for all (g,g') € @ x @. This 
shows that for some ke M, b(g)~1b,(g)=k for all g. Since 6,(e)=b(e)=1, 
k=17 and 0=0;. 
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In view of this lemma, with any strict (@,X) cocycle f, we can associate 
a Borel function on G. But f° is not the most general (G,G)-cocycle since 
it arises from a (G,X)-cocycle. This Borel function must therefore satisfy 
some special identities. The next lemma describes these identities. 


Lemma 5.24, Let m be a Borel homomorphism of Gy into M. Then there 
exists a Borel map b of G into M such that b(e)=1 and 
(40) b(gh) = b(g)m(h) 
for all (g,hk) €Gx Gy. Corresponding to any such map b, there is a unique 
strict (G,X)-cocycle f such that 
(41) F°(9.9') = B(gg’yo(g')~* 
for all (g,9')EGxG; f defines m at xo. Conversely, if f is a strict (G,X )- 
cocycle and b is the Borel map of G into M such that b(e)=1 and b satisfies 


(41), then the restriction of b to Gy coincides with the homomorphism m defined 
by f at x, and b satisfies (40). 


Proof. Let m(h— m(h)) be a Borel homomorphism of Gp into M. Let 
c(x —> c(x)) be a Borel section for G/G . We may assume c so chosen that 
C(%)) =e. For any ge G, let a(g)=c(B(g))~*g. Since g and c(B(g)) lie on the 
same left coset g@o, a(g) € Go. We put 
(42) b(g) = m(a(g)). 

Since c and f are Borel maps, g — a(g) is a Borel map of @ into Gy and 
hence g — b(g) is a Borel map of G into M. Also b(e)=m(a(e))=1. More- 
over, forge Gand he Go, a(gh) =a(g)h. This shows that 
b(gh) = b(g)m(h) 
for all (g,h) EG x Gy. Let 
F(g,g') = b(gg')o(g')~*- 


F is obviously a strict (G,G@)-cocycle and (40) shows that F(g,g’'h)= 
F(g,g') for all (g,g',h) € @x Gx Go. Hence, there exists a unique Borel map 
f of Gx X into M such that 


F(9:8(9')) = F(9.9') 
for all (g, 9')¢ Gx G. It is easily checked that f is a strict (G,X)-cocycle, 
that f°=F, and that it is the only (G,X)-cocycle with this property. 
Finally, for h € Go, f(h,v) = F(h,e) =m/(h). 
For the results in the converse direction, let f be a strict (@,X)-cocycle 
and let b be such that b(e) =1 and 


(43) £°(9.9') = b(gg’)b(9')~* 
for all (g,9’) ¢ Gx G. Then, for all (9,9’,h) Ee Gx Gx Go, 
b(gg'h)b(g’h)-* = B(gg’)b(g’)~*, 
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from which it follows easily that for each he Go, g’ — b(g')~*b(g‘h) is a 
constant, say m(h). Thus 0(g’h)=b(g')m(h) for all (g,h)€ Gx Go. Since 
b(e)=1, b(h)=m(h), while (43) implies that b(h)=f(A,2,), for all he Go. 
This proves everything. 

Lemma 5.25. Let f, be a strict (G,X)-cocycle and let m; be the homomorph- 
ism defined by f, at x9 (t=1, 2). Then the following statements are equivalent: 


(a) m, and mz are equivalent, 
(44) (b) firfe, 
(ec) firfe. 


Proof. (b) > (c) is trivial. We shall prove that (a) => (b) and (c) = (a). 

(a) > (b). Suppose that m, and mz are equivalent homomorphisms. 
Now there exists by lemma 5.24, a Boral map 6; of G into M such that 
(i) m; is the restriction of 6; to Go, (ii) b\(gh) =b,(g)m,(h) for all (g,h) Ee Gx Gy 
and (iii) f,°(9,9’)=6,(99')b,(g’)~1 for all (g,9’/)—eGxG. Let ke M be such 
that 


(45) M(h) = km,(h)k-> 
for all he G,. From (45) we obtain the equation 


bo(gh)kb,(gh)~* = ba(g)kby(g)~* 


for all (g,h) € Gx Go. This shows that the Borel map g —> b2(g)kb,(g)~? is 
constant on the left G )-cosets. Therefore there exists a Borel map 
b(x —> b(x)) of X into M with the property that 


(46) b2(9)kb,(g)~* = b(B(g)) = 6°(9) 


for all ge G. An easy computation using (46) and the relation of b, to f; 
now gives us the relation 


f2°(9.9') = 6°(99') f1°(9.9')b°(9') “1, 
from which we obtain 
fo(g.x) = b(g-x)f,(g,2)b(x) ~* 
for all (g,z) eGx X. 


(c) > (a). We assume f,~ f,. Therefore there exists a Borel map b of 
X into M such that 


fo(g.v) = b(g-x)f,(g,2)b(x)~* 
for almost all (g,z) € Gx X. This implies that 
(47) f2°(9,9') = 6°(99')f1°(9,9')b°(g’) —* 


for almost all (9,9') € G x G. Let 6; be the Borel map of G into M such that 
(i) m,; is the restriction of 6; to Go, (ii) f,°(9.9')=0,(99’)b,(g’)~1 for all 
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(9,9')eGxG@ (lemma 5,24). We then obtain from (47), after an easy 
calculation, the equation 


(48) by (99')~ *b°(gg')~*b2(gg’) = b1(g’)~ 76°(g’) ~ 182(9') 


for almost all (g,g’)¢G x G. This means (corollary 5.21 with X =G) that 
the function g — b,(g)~16°(g)~4b,(g) is almost everywhere equal to a 
constant, say k~! e M. Thus 


(49) ba(g) = 6°(g)bi(g)k-* 


for almost all g eG. We now conclude from the connection between 6; 
and m, that for each he Go, 


b°(g)bi(g)k~*ma(h) = 6°(g)bs(g)m(h)k-* 
for almost all g. Thus 
(50) m(h) = km,(h)k-1. 
This proves that (c) = (a) and completes the proof. 


Lemma 5.26. If f is any (G,X)-cocycle, there exists a strict (G,X)-cocycle 
fi such that 


f(g") = filg.x) 


for almost all (g,z)EGxX; f, is determined uniquely up to strict 
cohomology. 


Proof. Let f be a (G@,X)-cocycle and let f° be defined as usual, i.e., 
£°(9.9') = F9,B(9'))- 
Then 
f°(9192:93) = £°(91-929s)f °(92,9s) 
for almost all (91,92,93) € Gx Gx G. Hence there exists a gy € G such that 


f°(9192:90) = f°(91:9290)F (9290) 


for almost all (91,92) «Gx G. If we put g=g9,, 9’=929o, we can conclude 
that 


£°(9:9') = F°(99'Go™ *:9o)F(9'Go™ *sJo)~* 
for almost all (g,g’)_—- Gx G. Let 
dg(g) = f°(990~ *:9o)- 
Then d, is a Borel map of G into M and 


£°(9,9') = 40(99')do(g')~* 
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for almost all (g,g’) € G x G. Changing d,(g) to d(g) =d(g)do(e)~*, we secure 
d(e)=1 and at the same time 


(51) f(9,.9') = d(gg')d(g')~? 


for almost all (g,9’) € Gx G. 
Fix now an arbitrary h € Gy. Then it follows from (51) that 


d(gg'h)d(g'h)~* = d(gg')d(g’)~* 
for almost all (g,9’) € G x G, 1.e., 
d(gg')~*d(gg'h) = d(g’)~*d (gh) 
for almost all (g,g')e@x G. Corollary 5.21 (with X =G) implies now that 


the function g’ ~ d(g’)~!d(g’h) is almost everywhere equal to a constant, 
say m(h). In other words, 


(52) d(gh) = d(g)m(h) 


for almost all g. Clearly m(h) is uniquely determined by the requirement 
that the condition (52) be satisfied for almost all g. It now follows from 
(52) and the uniqueness of m(h) that (i) m(e)=1, and (ii) for h,, hg € Go, 
m(hyhy)=m(h,)m(h,). We assert that mis a Borel map of G into M. Since 
M is standard, we may assume, in this argument, that M is the unit 
interval. Let o(g,h)=d(g)~*d(gh). Then @ is Borel on Gx Gp. Choose a 
quasi-invariant measure A on G such that A(@)=1. Then 


m(h) = i) p(gsh)dX(Q). 


As q is Borel on G x Go, this shows that m is Borel on Go. In other words, m 
is a Borel homomorphism of Gy into M. 

By lemma 5.24 there exists a Borel map d’ of G into M such that 
d'(e)=1 and d’(gh)=d'(g)m(h) for all (g,h)—€EGxG>. From (52) it now 
follows that for each h € Go, 


d(g)d'(g)~* = d(gh)d’(gh)~ + 


for almost all g. By corollary 5.22 we can find a Borel map k of X into M 
such that d(g)=k(8(g))d'(g) for almost all g. Write d,(g)=k(B(g))d'(g). 
Then d,(gh)=d,(g)m(h) for all (gk) €GxG and d,(g)=d(g) for almost 
all g. By lemma 5.24, there exists a unique strict (G,X)-cocycle f, such 
that 

f:°(9.9') = 4y(99')di(9')~* 


for all (9,9')¢G@xG. Since d,=d almost everywhere, the last equation 
implies that f°=/f,° almost everywhere on G x G. Thus 


(53) fi(g,x) = f(g,x) 
for almost all (g,7) ¢ Gx X. 
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If f2 were another strict cocycle such that (53) is satisfied with f, in 
place of f,, then f, =f, almost everywhere on G x X. In particular, f,~/fo. 
From lemma 5.25 we now conclude that f, ~ f,. This completes the proof. 


Theorem 5.27 (Mackey [2], [6]). Let G be a Icse group, X a standard 
transitive Borel G-space, and M a standard Borel group, x, an arbitrary 
point of X, and Go, the stability group at x. If y is any cohomology class of 
(G,X,M)-cocycles, the set yy of all strict (G,X,M)-cocycles in y is nonempty 
and is a strict cohomology class. The set y~ of the homomorphisms of Go 
defined by the elements of y,, at xo is an equivalence class of Borel homomorph- 
isms of Go into M. y—y~ is a one-one correspondence of the set of all 
cohomology classes onto the set of all equivalence classes of Borel homo- 
morphisms of G, into M. If M is abelian, the (G,X,M)-cohomology group is 
tsomorphic to the group of all Borel homomorphisms of G, into M. Finally, 
of X ws an affine G'-space (i.e., Gy is trivial), all cocycles are coboundaries. 


Proof. The proofs of all the statements are contained in lemmas 5.23 
through 5.27. 


Remark. The theorem just proved is the cornerstone of the theory of 
induced representations. It reduces the problem of construction and 
classifivation of cocycles to the problem of constructing the equivalence 
classes of Borel homomorphisms of G) into M. Given any Borel homo- 
morphism of G, into M, lemma 5.24 tells us the method of constructing 
the strict cocycles which define this homomorphism. This construction 
depends however on the choice uf a Borel section for the cosets gG@o. In 
general, there are no canonical choices for these sections. We shall see later 
on how, in at least some special cases, these difficulties can be overcome. 


Remark. In many problems, M is already a topological group with a 
second countable topology. It is easy to indicate a sharpened form of 
theorem 5.27 which can be formulated in this context. We shall say that a 
map wu of a topological space A into a topological space B is locally 
bounded if for any compact set KC A, u[K] has compact closure in B. A 
mild sharpening of theorem 5.27 is contained in lemma 5.29. To give this 
we need a preparatory lemma, which is classical. 


Lemma 5.28. Let G be a lesc group, and M a topological group satisfying 
the second axiom of countability. Suppose that M is given its natural Borel 
structure and that m is a homomorphism of G into M which, as a map G into 
M, is measurable. Then m 1s continuous. 


Proof. Since we can replace M by the range of m, we shall assume that 
m maps G onto M. Let U be an open subset of M containing | and W an 
open set such that Le W and WW~-1CU. Since the open sets sW (s e M) 
cover M, there is a countable family {s,, 52,---,8,,---} such that 
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M=\), 8,W. Choose g, € G such that m(g,)=s,. If m~1(W) =A, then it is 
easily seen that G=), g,4. Let » be a left Haar measure. By assumption, 
the sets g,A are all measurable and hence y(A) > 0. By a well known result, 
there exists an open set B such that ee BCAA’. Since WW-1cU, it 
follows that m[B]< U. This proves that m is continuous at e. Since m is a 
homomorphism, m is continuous everywhere. 


Lemma 5.29. Let the notation be as in theorem 5.27. Suppose that there 1s a 
second countable topology on M which converts M into a topological growp 
and whose associated Borel structure is the given one. Then, any cohomology 
class y contains a strict cocycle which is locally bounded as a map of Gx X 
into M. Moreover, if there is a continuous section for G/Go, y contains a 
strict cocycle which is a continuous map of Gx X into M. 


Proof. It is enough to prove that given a Borel homomorphism m of Go 
into M, there are strict cocycles defining m at 2) and having the required 
properties. Now, m, by lemma 5.28, is continuous. Let c(x—c(z)) be a 
regular Borel section for G/G, (theorem 5.11) such that c(x,)=e. For 
teG, h(t)=c(B(t))~*t. Then it follows from the regularity of c that h is a 
locally bounded map from G into @. If b(g)=m(h(g)) for all g eG, bisa 
locally bounded map of @ into M. g, g' + 6(gg’)b(g')~! defines a strict 
(G,X )-cocycle f; f is clearly locally bounded and defines m at xo. If ¢ is a 
continuous map of X into G, f is even continuous. 


Remark. The reader would have noticed that the transitivity of the 
Borel G-space X has played a crucial role in the main theorems of this 
section. It is a natural question to ask whether some of these results can 
be generalized to the case when X is not homogeneous. 

Suppose then that X is an arbitrary standard Borel G-space and @ an 
invariant measure class. The measure class will now have to play an 
explicit role since it is not unique unless X is transitive. With respect to a 
given measure class @, the problem of describing the cohomology classes of 
cocycles is then well posed. When there is an orbit G-x ) such that 
X—G-x, is a null set for @, this problem is essentially the problem for the 
transitive Borel G-space X,=G-x,. Such measure classes on X we shall 
call transitive. 

However, not every invariant measure class is transitive. Let us call a 
measure class @ which is invariant, an ergodic measure class if any Borel 
function f, having the property that for each ge G, f(g-x)=f(x) for @- 
almost all x, is constant almost everywhere. Transitive measure classes 
are ergodic but not conversely. When X is not transitive under G, there 
will often exist ergodic invariant measure classes @ which are not transi- 


tive. For any such @ the problem of describing all the cohomology classes 
seems quite difficult. 


MEASURE THEORY ON G-SPACES 183 


If @ is transitive and G acts freely on X, i.e., for ¢-almost all x € X the 
stability subgroups are trivial, i.e., consist only of {e}, then there exists 
obviously an x) € X such that X —G- 2 is @-null and G,,,=e. In this case, 
there are no cocycles other than coboundaries. When @ is assumed to be 
merely ergodic, this is not true any longer. We shall now construct 
examples where @ is ergodic, G acts freely on X, and yet there are cocycles 
which are not coboundaries. 


Example 1: G is the discrete additive group of integers, X is the multi- 
plicative group of complex numbers of modulus 1, and M=X. yp is the 
Haar measure on X. We denote by z, an element of X such that the powers 
Zo” (n=1, 2,---) are dense in X. For neG and ze X, n[z]=z,"z. The 
measure class of u is ergodic, as may be verified easily. 

Suppose that f is a Borel map of X into M. If we define, for 
(njw)EGxX, 


Sf (&)f (Zon): - -f (257 *2) (n 2 1), 
r,(n,2) = 41 (770); 
F(2o~*a)~*+ +f (2o"")"* (nm < 0), 


then 7, is a strict cocycle, as is easily verified, and 
r (1,2) a f(z). 


It is obvious that every cocycle is equal almost everywhere on G x X to 
some 7,;. We now ask when 7, is a coboundary. Clearly, this is so if and only 
if there exists a Borel map 6 of X into M such that 


IV 


r,(n,") = 6(z9"x)b(x) ~* 
for p-almost all x. In particular, 


b(x) f(x) = b(zox) 


for almost all x. Now, not every f can satisfy this equation for suitable }. 
In fact, we have, for f(x) =z, 


ieee 
a = 29 *by, 


where k —> 6, is the Fourier transform of }, i.e., 
= i Aaa), (k = Olas, 
x 


This implies that [6,,|? is independent of k, and hence that 6, =0 for all 
k since b € F?(X,u). This means that 6=0, a contradiction. 


Example 2: In this example, G=R and M the multiplicative group of 
complex numbers of modulus 1; it is due to Helson and Lowdenslager [1]. 
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We make frequent use of the Pontrjagin theory for locally compact 
abelian groups (Pontrjagin [1], Kaplansky [2], pp. 54-56). 

We write R for the additive group of reals in the usual topology and 
R¢ for the additive group of the reals in its discrete topology. Let D be a 
countable subgroup of R¢ and X the multiplicatively written character 
group of D. In the (usual) topology of pointwise convergence, X is a 
compact metrizable group. Since no element of D is of finite order, X is 
connected. For Ac D and x € X we write <A,x> for the value of x at A. 
For any te R, Ae (Ae D) is an element of X. We write i for this 
element. t > fis a homomorphism of R into X. We note that the image of 
R under this homomorphism is dense in X. Otherwise, by the duality 
there would exist a A40 in D such that 


| 


for all te R, which is impossible. If D contains at least two elements 
which are rationally independent, t—>? is injective, as may be easily 
verified. 

The injection t —> é gives rise to an action of R on X if we set 


tw=iz (te R,xeX). 


It is obvious that ¢, x ->t-x is a continuous map of Rx X into X and 
that X becomes an RA-space. The Haar measure uw on X is invariant and 
ergodic under this action. Our object is to exhibit (&,X,M )-cocycles which 
are not coboundaries. 

Suppose Ae D. Then the function ¢, : t, x > <A,2>(1—e*) is con- 
tinuous on Rx X and y,(f+u,x2) =, (t,u-x)+%,(u,x) for all t, we R and 
xe X. However, %, is not real valued. Hence we pass on to g,, where 


palt,x) = <A,e>(1—e) + ¢—A,a>(1—-e-™). 


Then g, is real and exp(ig,) is easily verified to be a strict (R,X,M)- 
cocycle. This cocycle, and hence any finite product of such, is obviously a 
coboundary. However, things change quite a bit when we take infinite 
products of the cocycles exp(ip,). We shall show that many of these 
infinite products, when convergent, represent cocycles which are not 
coboundaries. 

Let us now assume that c,,c:,--- and Aj, A9,:-+ are sequences of 
positive numbers such that 


(a) ¢;—> +00, 


(b) A;eD_ and the d, are rationally independent, 


(c) > Ajo; < 00. 
=e 
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Put ¢o=0, c;=c_;, A_;=—A,. Then the series $2 _., c<Aj,2>(1—e's) 
converges uniformly when ¢ varies over a bounded set and x varies over X. 
It therefore represents a real valued function » continuous on Rx X. As 


DS s CIPry 
j=1 


Y= exp(i¢) is a strict cocycle. We shall prove that % is not a coboundary. 
Suppose ¢ is a coboundary. Then there exists a Borel map b of X into M 
such that for 


(*) p(t) = b(ta)b(a)-* 


for almost all (t,7)¢ Rx X. Write a, for the map x — (t,x), and for 
ye X, let a, be the map x —> b(yx)b(x)~1. Then y a, is a continuous 
map of X into the Hilbert space #?(u). This implies that (*) is valid for 
each ¢ for almost all z. 

Suppose now that y € X 1s such that <A,,y>=1 for all j; then we claim that 
a, 1s a constant (of absolute value 1) for almost all x. To see this, let us 
consider, for fixed s e¢ R and each y € X, the function c,, where 


¢,(«) = exp{(-i) > eXdyar( Onan) —e) 


j=—@ 


Since s is fixed, the series under the exponential is uniformly convergent 
as x,y vary over X and hence 2, y > c,(z) is a continuous function on 
X x X. Hence y + ¢, is a continuous map of X into #7(4). But if we put 
y=t fort € R, an easy calculation shows that 


b(t,s . x)yb(t,a) a 


ay(s-x)a,(x)~*. 


l| 


0;(x) 


The continuity of the maps y > c, and y — a, shows that for each y € X, 
we must have 


Cy(a) = a,(8-x)a,(a)~* 


for almost all x. If now y € X and <A,,y>=1 for all j, c,(x)=1 and hence 
a,(s8-x)=a,(x) for almost all x. As R acts ergodically on X, a, must be a 
constant almost everywhere. This constant is obviously of modulus 1. 

The conclusion of the preceding paragraph can be sharpened. Suppose 
y € X is such that <A,,y>=1 for 74k and <A,.y> = —1(k, j= 1). Then, the 
result of the previous paragraph, applied to the strict cocycle obtained by 
dropping the terms with indices + k, shows that for some complex number 
z of modulus 1, 

a,(x) = zexp{4ic, Re <A,,x>} 


for almost all z. 
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We are now in a position to give the decisive argument. Since the , 


are rationally independent, there exists, for each k=1, 2,--- a y,E X 
such that 
1 j#k (9 2)), 
Apt = = jets 


Write a,’ for a,,. Since X is compact, there exists a subsequence {¥;,,} 
and a ¥) € X such that y,, > Yo. Then a,,’ > a,,. As <A;,Yo> =1 for all j, 
we know that a,,(x)=7 for almost all x, + being a constant with |7|=1. 
Hence 


i a,,,'dp. —> 7. 
x 


On the other hand, we claim that, since ¢, — +00, 


| ay, du —> 0. 
x 


In fact, consider the integral 


iho | exp(4ic Re(A,x)}du(x) 


for c>0. If A(z) 41 for some x € X, then x > <A,x> maps X onto a com- 
pact nontrivial subgroup of M, which is connected as X is connected, and 
so coincides with M. The measure p then goes over to Haar measure on 
M and hence 


Joa = { exp{4ic Re m}dm 
M 


2n 
= { exp(4ic cos 6)d0. 
0 

J... is thus independent of A and ->0 as co. This proves, as we 
asserted, that 


I ay, dp —> 0. 
x 


This contradiction shows that our cocycle ¢ is not a coboundary. 

We shall end this section with an application to the theory of quasi- 
invariant o-finite measures on standard transitive Borel G-spaces. For a 
direct derivation of the results which are about to be obtained now, the 
reader may consult Mackey’s paper [3]. We write R , for the multiplicative 
group of positive reals. 

Let G be a lesc group, Gp) a closed subgroup, X=G/G) and f the 
canonical map of G onto X. Let B(e)=x. Suppose that F is a positive 
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Borel function on G x X and a is a quasi-invariant o-finite measure on X. 
We write 


(54) Fra 
if for each g € G, x > F(g,z) is a version of da/da~”, 


Theorem 5.30. Let A and A, be the modular functions of G and Go, 
respectively. Write 


(55) mh) = A(h)A(h)-* (he Go). 


Then, for any quasi-invariant o-finite measure «, there exists a_ strict 
(G,X,R,)-cocycle r such that r~a. Any such r defines the homomorphism m 
at xo. Conversely, if r is a strict cocycle defining m at 2, r~« for some quasi- 
invariant a-finite measure a; r determines « wp to a constant multiplying 
factor. Finally, an invariant o-finite measure on X is necessarily a Borel 
measure, and there exists one such on X if and only if A(h)=A,(h) for all 
heG. 


Proof. We begin our proof with a simple observation. Let SCG be a 
subgroup such that G—S is measurable and has measure zero. Then 
S=G. In fact, if SAG, and ge G—S, gScG—S so that gS has measure 
zero. This implies that S is a null set, a contradiction. 

This said, let us consider a quasi-invariant o-finite measure « on X. 
Let F be a positive Borel function on Gx X such that for almost all g, 
«x—>F(g,x) is a version of da/da®-») (theorem 5.10). Equation (22) shows 
that F is a (@,X,R,)-cocycle. Hence, by lemma 5.26 there exists a strict 
cocycle r such that r= F almost everywhere on Gx X. For each geG, 
let f, be a version of da/da?~” and let 


S = {g: r(g,x) = f,(x) for almost all 2}. 


Since the f, satisfy (20) and r satisfies (36), it is easily seen that S is a 
subgroup of G. Further, G—S has measure zero. Therefore S=G. In other 
words, 7~ «. 

If r’ is another strict cocycle such that r’~a, then r’=r almost every- 
where on Gx X. Hence r’xr by lemma 5.25. Thus, R, being abelian, 
r’ defines the same homomorphism of G, as r does, at x9. Let m, denote this 
homomorphism. We claim that m, is independent of «. Suppose that «’ is 
another o-finite quasi-invariant measure. Let a be a positive Borel function 
which is a version of da’ /d«. Then it is quickly verified that (with r~ «) 


(56) r :g,c—> a(x)r(g,x)a(g-x)~* 


is a strict cocycle such that 7’~a’. But then, 7’ xr, so that m,,=m,. Let 
M denote this homomorphism of G), determined by all the measures «. 
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Suppose now that r is a strict cocycle defining the homomorphism m, 
at 2. Let a, be a o-finite quasi-invariant measure and 7, a strict cocycle 
such that 1, ~«,. Since 7, also defines mp at 2%, 7,27. Hence there exists a 
Borel map } of X into #, such that 


(57) r(g.v) = b(x)r,(g,x)b(g-x)~? 


for all (g,z) € Gx X. If « is the o-finite quasi-invariant measure such that 
da/d«,=b, then (57) shows that r~a. If a’ is. another o-finite quasi- 
invariant measure such that r~«’ also, then «’ is a constant multiple of a. 
In fact, let a be a positive Borel function such that @ is a version of 
dc’ /d«. Then for each g, a(x) =a(g-x) for almost all x, showing that a@ is a 
constant almost everywhere. 

Suppose now that X admits an invariant o-finite measure, say y. Then 
the strict cocycle 1 : g, x > 1 is such that 1~y. Since 1 defines the trivial 
homomorphism at Xp, Mo is trivial. Conversely, let m, be trivial and let a 
be a o-finite quasi-invariant measure. Let r be a strict cocycle defining 
My at 2% such that r~a. Since mz, is trivial, y~1, and so there exists a 
Borel map 6 of X into R,. such that 


(58) r(g,x) = b(g-x)b(x)~* 


for all (9,2) € Gx X. The equation (58) shows that the o-finite measure y 
defined by the equation 


dy|da = b 


is invariant. In other words, X admits a o-finite invariant measure if and 
only if mp is trivial. 

It remains to prove that m,=m. To this end we use the results and 
notations of lemmas 5.14 and 5.15 and theorem 5.19. Using the argument 
of lemma 5.29, we construct a Borel map d of G@ into R,, such that 
(i) d(e)=1 and d is a locally bounded map of G into R,, (ii) there exists a 
strict cocycle r such that 7°(g,g')=d(gqg')d(g’)—+ for all (9,9')— Gx G, and 
(i11) 7 defines the homomorphism m of Gy at x9. Let y be the Borel measure 
on G defined by the linear functional (also written y) 


vif IL f(g)d(g)-*dulg), (fe C(@)) 


u being a left Haar measure on G. We claim that y vanishes on the kernel 
of the map f > f~. In fact, suppose f ¢ C,(G) is such that 


f(gh)duo(h) = 0 


Go 
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for all g in G. Multiplying by u-d~1 where u € C,(G) and integrating with 
respect to py, we get 


Ir ( a (ghd) Juta)d(g) dug) i 


We interchange the order of integration and change g to gh while integrat- 
ing with respect to ». We then obtain, on using the fact that d defines m 
at Xp, 


[, (20a [wan aco) Flardutg))duot) = 0. 
0 
If we now change the order of integration once again we obtain 


(59) [« ~(B(g))d(g)-*f (g)du(g) = 0. 


Since the map u—> u~ maps C.(G) onto C,(X), we can choose u so that 
u~ is identically 1 on the set B[K], where K is a compact subset of G out- 
side of which f is zero. Then (59) leads to the equation 


(60) [. f(g)dg)- dul) = 0. 


In other words, there exists a linear functional y~ on C,(X) such that 
y(f)=y~(f~) for all feC(G@). Moreover, we know from lemma 5.15 that 
given any veEC,(X), which is real and >0, there is a weEC,(G) such 
that w~=v and u>0. This shows that y~ is a nonnegative linear 
functional. Therefore there exists a Borel measure « on X, such that y~ 
corresponds to a. Then, obviously y=«°. Since y is quasi invariant, so is 
a (corollary 5.17). Fix geG. We shall compute da/da’—”. Let t be a positive 
Borel version of it on X. Then, by corollary 5.17, ¢° is a version of dy/dy9-», 
But, since dy/du=d-1, we obtain 


t°(9') = d(gg’)d(g')—* = r°(9,9’) 


for almost all g’. In other words, for each g € G, x —> r(g,x) is a version of 
da/d«?~». This proves that r~«. By our definition of m5, m= po. 

The above argument shows actually that if r is a locally bounded strict 
cocycle defining m, there exists a quasi-invariant Borel measure « such 
that r~a. Suppose now that X admits an invariant o-finite measure «. 
m is then trivial and our remark at the beginning of this paragraph shows 
that there exists a Borel measure y such that 1~y. But this implies that « 
is a constant multiple of y by corollary 5.21. a is thus a Borel measure. 
The proof of the theorem is complete. 


Corollary 5.31. If G is unimodular, G/G, admits an invariant Borel 
measure if and only if Go is also unimodular. If G is arbitrary but Go ts 
compact, then G/G, admits an invariant Borel measure. 
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We end this section with an example of a unimodular G and a non- 
unimodular G,. Let G=SL(2,C), the group of 2 x 2 matrices g 


(61) = i _ (ad —be = 1) 


of determinant 1. g — a, b, c,d gives an injective homeomorphism of G 
into C*. The group G. equipped with the relative topology obtained by 
imbedding it as above in C?, is a lcse group. Let Gp be the subgroup of all 
elements ¢, ,, where 


(62) pre (; “-] (a, 26C, a $ 0). 
G, is closed. We claim that G is unimodular and G, is not, so that X =G/G@ 
does not admit any o-finite invariant measure. 

For the unimodularity of G we shall be more general and prove that G 
admits no nontrivial continuous homomorphism into R&,. Suppose that 
m is one such. Since m(x)=m/(yay~*) for all x, y in G, it follows that for 
any matrix x in G with distinct eigenvalues, m(x) = m/(y) for all matrices y 
with the same eigenvalues as x. Let G’ be the set of all matrices x in G 
with distinct cigenvalues and H the subgroup of diagonal matrices. Then, 
the restriction of m to H is a continuous homomorphism of H into R, 
with the property that m(x)=m(y) whenever the diagonal entries of x and 
y are permutations of one another. It is easy to deduce from this that m 
is identically 1 on H. Since for any ge G’ there is an ae G such that 
aga~ +e H, m(g)=1 for all g eG’. Now G’ is a dense subset of G and so m 
is identically 1 on G. In particular, G is unimodular. 

Go is not unimodular. To see this, let 


(63) = te, -a4eC"} 


Then # is an abelian closed subgroup of Gp and is hence unimodular. If 
Gy) were unimodular, then there would exist an invariant Borel measure 
on X)=G)/H. Now in each left H-coset in Gy there exists exactly one 
element of the form t, , (z € C); if we use the complex number z to param- 
etrize the coset t, .H, the action of Gy on X_. becomes 


(64) bon 1G > c7%l+cz. 


It is obvious that the space of complex numbers does not admit any 
Borel measure invariant under the maps (64). Thus G, is not unimodular. 

It is of interest to note in this case that X=G/G, is actually compact. 
In fact, if K denotes the subgroup of unitary matrices in G, it is an easy 
consequence of the existence of the Jordan canonical form of an arbitrary 
matrix in G, that G= KG). Hence X is the image of K under the canonical 
mapping of G. In particular, X is compact. 
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Our main concern in this section is to examine how the topology 
of a lese group can be recovered from the measure-theoretic structure. 
Suppose that G is a lesc group and that p is a left Haar measure. Then it is 
classical that for any Borel set # with y(#)>0, the set HE~1 contains a 
neighborhood of e. This result hints that the topology of G is completely 
determined by yu. That this is indeed so was proved by Weil [1] (cf. Halmos 
[1], pp. 257-289 for a detailed discussion of Weil’s results). For our 
purposes, this result of Weil is somewhat inadequate. The main theorem of 
this section is a sharpening of Weil’s theorem, first proved by Mackey [5]. 
We shall use this sharpened form of Weil’s result in a significant way in 
Chapter VII. 

This sharpening essentially comes out of the following observations. The 
first point is that starting with only a left invariant measure class on a 
separable Borel group G one can show that the group possesses a left 
invariant measure. The second point is that the Weil topology for G is 
second countable and generates the original Borel structure on G. The 
third observation now consists in imbedding G as a dense subgroup of a 
lese group G*. The fact that G is standard now implies that G is a Borel 
set in G*. This leads easily to the identity G=G*. In other words, every 
standard Borel group admitting a left invariant measure class is actually 
a lesc group under its Weil topology. This is the sharpening of Weil’s 
theorem we referred to. It is due to Mackey [5]. 

Since the main aim of our analysis is to obtain topological results from 
measure-theoretic assumptions, it is convenient to start with groups 
without any topology. Throughout this section, G will denote a separable 
Borel group, i.e., a group G with a Borel structure which converts G into a 
separable Borel space such that the map zx, y > «y~! of GxG into G is 
Borel. Since the left translations «— zx are Borel automorphisms, we 
may consider measure classes invariant under these. We call them left 
invariant. In an analogous fashion we define right invariant measure classes. 
A measure class which is both left and right invariant is called b1-invariant. 


Lemma 5.32. Let G be a separable Borel group on which there exists a left 
(or right) invariant measure class. Then G admits a bi-invariant measure class. 


Proof. Let @ be a left invariant measure class and A a finite measure in 
€. We shall prove first that for any Borel set EG, s > A(Es) is a Borel 
function of s. In fact, the map 7 : s,t—> s, ts is a Borel automorphism of the 
Borel space Gx G and hence T[G x E] is a Borel set in Gx G. It is then 
obvious that 

Es = {t : (s,t)e T[G x E}}, 


and hence the function s > A(#s) is Borel by Fubini’s theorem. 
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Define the measure A, by 
(65) v(E) = i dM Es)dX(s). 
G 


A, is easily seen to be a measure and A,(G@)=A(G)?>0. We claim that the 
measure class determined by A, is bi-invariant. It is enough to prove that 
if A,(£) =0, then A,(£z)=A,(zZ)=0 for all z € G. Suppose A,(#)=0. Then, 
as \(Es)>0, \(£s) =0 for A-almost all s. Since A € @ and @ is left invariant 
\(zEs) =0 for A-almost all s, showing that A,(z#)=0. On the other hand, if 
N is a Borel set such that \(N)=0 and A(Hs)=0 for seG—N, then 
\(z-1N)=0 and A(Hzs)=0 for se G—z-1N. This proves that A,(#z)=0 
also. A similar argument can be given starting with a right invariant 
measure class. The lemma is proved. 


Lemma 5.33. Let G be a separable Borel group and let @ be a bi-invariant 
measure class. Then © contains left invariant and right invariant o-finite 
measures. 


Proof. Let A be a finite measure in @, such that A(G)=1. Define A° by 
AS(#) = X(s~1#). 


Then the measures {A‘} are all mutually absolutely continuous. Since 
s->A‘(E) is a Borel function on G, corollary 5.6 is applicable and therefore 
there exists a Borel function r on GxG such that for A-almost all s, 
t — r(s,t) is a version of dA/dA“*~». Since A and A are mutually absolutely 
continuous, 7(s,t)>0 for almost all ¢ for A-almost all s. Hence r is positive 
(A x A)-almost everywhere on G x G. We may thus assume that r is positive 
on GxG. 

The arguments of theorem 5.10 can now be used to conclude that for 
(Ax Ax A)-almost all (s,f,u) eGx Gx G, 


r(st,u) = r(s,tu)r(t,u). 
Then there exists a positive Borel function 6 on G such that 
(66) r(s,t) = b(st)/b(t) 


for (A x A)-almost all (s,t) ¢ Gx G. In fact, all we have to do is to imitate 
the argument of the first part of the proof of lemma 5.26; the only fact 
used there is the bi-invariance of the class of null sets involved which is 
certainly satisfied in our present setup. The measure » such that du/dA=b 
is then o-finite and belongs to @. From (66) we conclude that for A-almost 
all s, du/duS~ is equal to 1 almost everywhere. Thus p=," » for \-almost 
all s. Now the set S of all se€G@ such that »=p°" is a subgroup. Since 
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this subgroup has a complement of A-measure zero, it must coincide with G 
(cf. remark in proof of theorem 5.30). This proves that y is left invariant. 
A similar argument yields a right invariant measure in the measure class 


€. The proof is complete. 


Let now # be a separable Hilbert space and Y the group of all unitary 
operators on # We shall give the strong topology for WY; i.e., the smallest 
topology which makes all the maps U > Uf (fe #) continuous. If 
{U,,} is a sequence of elements in WY, U,, > V € & if and only if U,,f > Vf 
for all f belonging to some set D such that the linear combinations of 
vectors of D are dense in # 


Lemma 5.34. Y is a metrizable topological group satisfying the second 
axiom of countability and its Borel structure is standard. 


Proof. Since # is separable, there exists a countable set D dense in % 
and the topology for W is clearly the smallest one which makes all the 
maps U — Uf (fe D) continuous. As there are only denumerably many 
maps, it follows from standard topological arguments that the topology 
for W is metrizable and second countable. To prove that Y is a topological 
group we must show that the map U, V > UV ~? is continuous. But, as 
the elements of Y are unitary, we have, for any fe XH 


[OV f-—UoVo Yi stVVotf)—VolVo P+ 1GVo f)—-GolVo YI. 


This inequality proves at once that Y is a topological group. 

To prove that the associated Borel structure of WY is standard, we must 
exhibit a Borel isomorphism of WY with a Borel space which is known to be 
standard. Let X be the topological product of countably many copies of 
H and let D={f,, fo,---} be a countable orthonormal basis for # For 
each Ue &, let £(U) be the element (Uf,, Uf.,---) of X; 


(67) ¢:U — (Ufi, Ufe,:+*). 


f is clearly a homeomorphism of WY into X. We want to show that the 
range of £ is a Borel set in X. Clearly, (z;, 22,---+) € X lies in the range of ¢ 
if and only if {2,, z2,- - -} is an orthonormal basis, i.e., if and only if 


2ms%n> = Om, (Kronecker delta) 


= » audi: = forall. 


These are countably many equations and each one of them defines a Borel 
subset of X. Thus the range of ¢ is Borel. ¢ is thus an isomorphism of W 
with the Borel subspace of X defined by (68). As this is a Borel subset of 
the standard space X, we can conclude that W is standard. 
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Let now @ be a separable Borel group and let be a left invariant 
o-finite measure on G. Let %, be the Hilbert space of complex valued 
(equivalence classes of) Borel functions f on G such that 


(69) Isl? = [ fco)PPdua) < oo. 


For any g € G, let L, be the operator of %, defined by 

(70) (L,f)(t) = fig-t) (te @). 

L, is clearly a unitary operator of #,. We have 

ip = lls the identity operator, 
o> .L, fy forage e. 
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(71) L 


Denote by Y, the group of all unitary operators on %,. 


Lemma 5.35. Let G be a separable Borel group which has a left invariant 
a-finite measure yw. Then the map L(g — L,) of G into %, is a one-one Borel 
map. If G is standard, its range L{G] is a Borel set in UW, and L is a Borel 
isomorphism of G with L{G]. 


Proof. In view of the definition of the Borel structure on Y,, we must, 
in order to show that L is Borel, prove that for each fe %,, 9 > L,f is a 
Borel map of G into #,. Since #, is separable, we can use lemma 5.4 to 
reduce this to showing that for each f, f’e 4%, g > <L,f.f’> is a Borel 
function on G. But (* denotes complex conjugation) 


Leh. = | fos Otdul, 


which is obviously Borel, as g, t > f(g~4t)f’(t)* is a Borel function on 
GxG. 

We show next that Z is one-one. As LZ is a homomorphism of G into 
U,, this reduces to showing that if g#e, L,f#f for some fc %,. Suppose 
that L,f=f for all fe #,. Since the Borel structure of G is countably 
generated and yu is o-finite, there exists a sequence {£,} of sets of finite 
p-measure such that {#,} generates the Borel structure of @. Let f,=yz,. 
Then f, €¢ #, and the sequence {f,} separates the points of G (since each 
single point set of G is a Borel set). Let N be a set of ~-measure zero such 
that for x ¢ N, 


(72) Frlg- a) = fala) 


for all n. The fact that {f,} is a separating sequence now implies that 
g~*x=« for all ze G—N. The truth of this for even one x € G—N implies 
g =e. L is thus one-one. The remaining statements follow from the fact 
that Y,, is standard. 
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We shall now introduce the Weil topology. Let G be a separable Borel 
group admitting a left invariant o-finite measure y. Consider for each 
g € G, the unitary operator L, in %,. The Weil topology for G is then defined 
to be the smallest one which makes the maps 


(73) g—> Lf 


of G into #, continuous for all fe %. In view of the definition of the 
strong topology for W,, it is clear that the Weil topology is that topology 
for G which makes the map g > L, of G into Y, a homeomorphism. Thus 
G, under the Weil topology, is a topological group satisfying the second 
axiom of countability. 

Let # and F be Borel sets of finite measure. We write 


(74) p(L,F) = p((E—F) U (F-E)). 
Then from the relations 


p(H,F) = \ Ixs(t)—xe(t)|2d(t), 
G 
p(L,F) ar p(xh xf), 


it is easy to deduce that x, — x in the Weil topology for G if and only if 
p(x, ,xH) —> 0 for all Borel sets £ of finite measure; it is even sufficient to 
restrict the #’s to a Boolean ring of sets of finite measure which generate 
the Borel structure of G. 


Lemma 5.36. If G is a standard Borel group and p a left invariant o-finite 
measure on it, the Borel structure generated by the sets which are open in the 
Weil topology coincides with the original Borel structure. Moreover, if G is 
a lesc group, the Weil topology coincides with the original topology. 


Proof. Let G, be the range of L(g — L,). Let Z* be the Borel structure 
for G generated by the Weil topology and let # be the original Borel 
structure. Then, LZ being a homeomorphism of G onto G,, L is a Borel 
isomorphism of (G,4*) with the Borel subspace of Y%, defined by G,. By 
lemma 5.35, L is also a Borel isomorphism of (G,4), with the Borel 
subspace of W, defined by G,. Hence #=&*. 

Let us now assume that @ is a lese group. We want to prove that its 
topology coincides with the Weil topology. Since both topologies are 
metrizable, it is obviously sufficient to prove that for any sequence {g,} 
in G, g, — ein the given topology of G@ if and only if p(g,#,#) — 0 for each 
Borel set # of finite measure. All topological statements, in the argument 
to follow, refer to the given topology on G. Let then g, — e. If {V,} is a 
decreasing sequence of compact symmetric (V,= V,~ 1) neighborhoods of e 
which form a base for G at e, then for any compact set K, it is easy to see 
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that (), (V,K)=K. Fix a Borel set £ of finite measure, and let « > 0. 
Choose a compact KCE so that »(#—K)<e and choose s so that 
u(V,K —K)<e. If ng is chosen so that g,€V, for n>, then for all 
such n, 


p(In#.E) < p(gnK,K)+2p(#,K) 
< 2yn(V,K —K)+2¢ 
< 4e. 


In the converse direction, suppose g, +> e. By passing to a suitable sub- 
sequence we may assume that there exists a compact neighborhood V of 
the identity such that g, ¢ V for all n. Choose a compact neighborhood W 
of esuch that WW-!cV.Theng,W A W=@ forall nso that p(g,W,W) = 
2u(W)>0. This shows that g, cannot converge to e in the Weil topology. 
This completes the proof of the lemma. 


Consider now a standard Borel group G with a nonzero left invariant 
Borel measure ». We equip G with the Weil topology. Following standard 
terminology, we shall say that a subset ACG is bounded if for each open 
set U in G one can find elements x,,---, x, € G such that 


Ae Ua 
t=1 


It is obviously enough to require this only for open sets containing e. 
We shall say that G is locally bounded if some open set containing e¢ is 
bounded. Notice that open sets in G are Borel (lemma 5.36); if U is open 
and nonempty,. there are elements x,, 7,---, in G such that G=l), 2,U, 
from which it follows at once that 0<p(U)<oo. 


Lemma 5.37. G is locally bounded. Every bounded Borel set is of finite 
measure. 


Proof. Before we take up the proof of this lemma we make a simple 
observation. Let £ be a Borel set with E = E~1 and 0 <p(#) <oo. Then there 
is a Borel subset FCEH with F=F~' and 0<p(F)<oo. In fact, since 
is o-finite, there is a Borel function f on # with f(x)>0 for all ae # and 
if fdu<co; replacing f(x) by min(f(x),f(z~*)) we may assume that 
f(«)=f(x~*) for all x in #; it then suffices to take F as {x : f(x)>c} for 
some c>0. 

This said, we come to the proof of lemma 5.37. Let E be a Borel set such 
that H=E~* and 0<p(E)<oo. Put, for 0<e<2p/(Z), 


N(E : e) = {x : p(xE,E) < e}. 


Since « -> p(xH,#) is a continuous function on G, vanishing at e, N(E : e) 
is an open set containing e. We claim that 


0 < p(N(E : «)) < ©. 
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We need only to prove that u(N(E : «)) <0. Now, we have 


[[ xexeteVduteydute) = fx o(t)ultB)du(t 


GxG 
= = (By. 
On the other hand, as H=E#~-}, 


[[ xel@xole*e dinate) = [ff xelOxele du(dute) 


GxG GxG 


[mee O E)du(zx). 


l 


Therefore, 


p(B)? 


IV 


w(2ZH O E)dyu(x). 
N(Ete) 
But, if ze N(E : e), 
p(xE,E) = 2u(L) — 2y(xek fay E) <€ 
so that 
w(H)? > (W(B)—e/2)u(N(E : e)). 
This proves our claim that 0<p(N(E : i, < OO 


At this stage, we know that sufficiently small open subsets of G are of 
positive finite measure. Let U be any open set containing 1 with 0< 
p(U)<oo and V an open subset of U such that ee V and VV~'CU. We 
claim that V is bounded. Otherwise there would exist an open set W 
containing e and an infinite sequence x,, %2,:--, of elements of V such that 


Hav € ) mW (n = 1, 2,:->). 


Choose an open set LZ containing e such that LL~-'CW OQ V. Then it is 
easy to see that the sets 2, L, x.L,---+ are disjoint and contained in VV}. 
Since VV-1<cU,0<p(U) <0o, and since pp(L) > 0, we have a contradiction. 
The last statement is easy. For, let A be a bounded Borel set and W an 
open set of finite measure. If x,,---, x, €G@ are such that AC\)?., 2, W, 
then p{A) <np(W) <oo. 

We shall now use these results to imbed G as a dense subgroup of a lesc 
group G*. Our argument is based on the observation that G admits a left 
invariant metric metrizing its Weil topology; in fact, if {#,} is a denumer- 
able Boolean ring of Borel sets of finite measure which generate the Borel 
structure of G, the metric 


- — p(tH YER) o-n 
= 2 Tepe) 


is easily verified to induce the Weil topology; 6 is left invariant. 
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Lemma 5.38. Let G be a second countable topological group and let it satisfy 
the two conditions : 


(a) there is a left invariant metric 8 for the topology of G, 
(76) : : : 
(b) af {x,} is a 8-Cauchy sequence, then {x,,~ 1} contains a 6-Cauchy 
subsequence. 


Let G* be the completion of the metric space (G,8) with G considered as 
imbedded in G*. Then there exists exactly one way to convert G* into a 
topological group such that G becomes a dense topological subgroup of 1. 


Proof. As 8(2%,,%m)=6(%,~4%,,e), it follows that {x,} is a 6-Cauchy 
sequence if and only if x, ~1x,, > €as n, m — oo. Let G* be the completion 
of G (under 5); we regard G as imbedded in G*. We denote also by 6 the 
extension of the metric 5 to G*, which is a second countable topological 
space in its metric topology. 

We shall now show that if {x,} and {y,} are Cauchy sequences in G, so 
is {x,y,}. Let V be any open neighborhood of e and let us choose an open 
neighborhood W of e such that WScV. Let k be an integer such that 
Yn Ym W for n,m>k. Choose an open neighborhood W’ of e such 
that W’'CW and y,~'W’y,cW. Finally, select an integer k,>k such 
that z,~1x2,,€ W’ for n, m>k,. Then, if n, m>k,, 


moe s “XmYm = (Ga Ox) a a (a Sn) tite Ua 


Wy, *W'y,)W 
V. 


Yn 


Mm 


IN 


This proves that {zx, y,,} is Cauchy. From this it follows easily that there is a 
unique continuous map p* of G*xG* into G* such that p*(x,y)=2y 
(x,y € G). We define, for x,y € G*, 


En) ry = p*(x,y). 


This product operation is clearly associative and xe = ex =z for all xz ec G*. If 
«eG* and {x,} is any sequence in G converging to x, then, for any limit 
point x’ of the sequence {x,~*} we have xa’ =x'x=e. Condition (76b) now 


implies that +~+ exists and that x,>! converges to 2-1. The rest of lemma 
5.38 now follows trivially. 


Corollary 5.39. Let G be a locally bounded second countable topological 
group whose topology is induced by a left invariant metric 8. Then @ satisfies 


(b) of (76). In this case G* is a lese group and for any compact set K oF G™, 
K 1 G* is a bounded set in G. 


Proof. Suppose V is a bounded set in G. We claim that any sequence in 
V has a Cauchy subsequence. To prove this we proceed as follows. Let 
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{U,,} be a sequence of open subsets of G forming a base for the topology 
of G at e such that U7},U,,.,<U,, for all n. If {x,} is a sequence in V 
having infinitely many elements, it follows from the boundedness of V 
that, for each k, some translate a,U,, contains infinitely many of the x,. 
This means that for some infinite set Z,, of the integers, x, ~1z,,€ U,,~!U,¢ 
U;,-, whenever n, me Z,. By choosing the Z’s to decrease with k and 
using the Cantor diagonal procedure we may assure ourselves that {z,} 
has a subsequence which is Cauchy. 

We shall now prove that if {7,} is any Cauchy sequence, {x,~+} has 
a Cauchy subsequence. It is enough to exhibit a bounded set containing 
all but finitely many of the elements x,~!. Let U be a bounded neighbor- 
hood of e. Now there is a & such that 2,~1z,¢U for n>k. Hence 
x, +€ Ux,” 1 for alln =k; as Ux,~1 is bounded, our assertion is proved. G* 
can thus be regarded as a second countable topological group and G a 
dense subgroup. To prove that G* is locally compact, it is enough to exhibit 
some compact subset of G* with nonnull interior. Let V be any subset of 
G, bounded and open in G and containing e. Since any sequence in V 
contains a Cauchy subsequence, V, the closure of V in G*, is compact. 
Since G is second countable, there is a sequence {x,} in G such that 
G=(),%t,V. We claim that G*=(), z,(VV). In fact, if y* e G* and {y,} 
is a sequence in G such that y, — y*, there exists an m such that y,,‘y, € V 
for all n=>m. Thus y, € y,,V for all n>m. Choose an integer k such that 
Ym €x,V. Then y, €2x,VV for all n>m, showing that y* ce 2,VV. By the 
category theorem of Baire, some x,VV contains an interior point. This 
implies that VV is a compact set with nonempty interior and shows that 
G* is locally compact. 

For the last assertion, let K be compact in G* and U an open set in G 
containing e. Let U* be an open subset of G* such that U=U* NG. 
Select an open set V* in G* such that e e V* and V*V*c U*. There exist 
ty", £a*,-°-,","EG* such that Kel Jt, 2,*V*. We choose a,6C 
(1<:<k) such that z,-'2*e V*. Then KCUE, a,V*V*SCUE, 2,U* 
and so K VN Gc\ jf, xU. 

We come to our final lemma. Let G be a separable Borel group with a 
left invariant o-finite measure p. 


Lemma 5.40. If G is standard, then G is already locally compact under its 
Weil topology. 


Proof. Under the Weil topology, G is locally bounded and second 
countable. We also know that the Weil topology is induced by a left 
invariant metric. Corollary 5.39 is thus applicable and hence we may 
regard G as a dense subgroup of a lesc group G*. For any Borel set 
A*<G*, A* 1G is Borel in G and hence, 


(78) u* : A* > p(A* A G) 
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is a measure on G*. Now wis finite for bounded sets and so for any compact 
K<G*, p*(K)=p(K A G)<oo. p* is thus a Borel measure. We claim that 
p* is left invariant. Clearly »* is invariant under left translations by 
elements of G. Suppose now that g* « G* and g, € @ such that g, > g*. 
For fe C(G*) and he G*, we write f"=L,f. Then, for any continuous 
function f* on G* with compact support, f*%~ —> f* uniformly while all 
the functions f*%) vanish outside a fixed compact set. This implies that 


[_eeroduay > f sereaurt 
and hence i 


{ f*(t)dp*(t) = i f*(t)du(t). 


Since this is valid for all f* ¢ C,(G*), it is clear that u* is invariant under 
left translation by g*. In other words, »* is a left Haar measure. p* is 
evidently nonzero. 

Now G is standard and the identity map of G into G* is Borel and one- 
one. Hence G is a Borel set in G*. But then 


p*(G*—G) = w((G* —G) 0 G) 
= 0. 


Thus G is a subgroup which is also a Borel set with a complement of 
zero measure in G*. Therefore, the observation we made at the beginning 
of theorem 5.30 is applicable and enables us to conclude that G=G*. In 
other words, G is already locally compact in its Weil topology. 

Combining lemmas 5.32 through 5.40 we obtain the following theorem. 


Theorem 5.41. (Mackey [5]). Let G be a standard Borel group. If G admits 
a left (or right) invariant measure class, then G admits a left or right invariant 
a-finite measure. Moreover, there exists exactly one topology for G which 
converts G into a csc group and whose corresponding Borel structure is the 
original one on G. 


NOTES ON CHAPTER V 


The measure theoretic study of the orbit spaces of locally compact groups 
has been a very active subject in recent years because of possible applica- 
tions to representation theory, number theory, statistical mechanics, and 
so on. For a survey treating many of these aspects see R. Zimmer, Ergodic 
Theory, group representations, and rigidity, Bull. Amer. Math. Soc., 6 (1982), 
pp. 383-416. 


CHAPTER VI 
SYSTEMS OF IMPRIMITIVITY 


1. DEFINITIONS 


This chapter discusses the notion of a system of imprimitivity for a 
group and, in some cases, describes all such systems to within unitary 
equivalence. These problems were first solved by Frobenius for the case of 
finite groups. For infinite groups their study is more recent. Their first 
appearance seems to be in a series of examples constructed by Murray and 
von Neumann [1], [2] in their theory of rings of operators. Anticipating 
terminology, we can say that the examples of Murray and von Neumann 
form a class of ergodic systems of imprimitivity. On the other hand, the 
first work on transitive systems appeared in 1939. In his great 1939 paper 
Wigner underscored their importance for building up the theory of 
representations of the inhomogeneous Lorentz group and _ studied, 
although in quite an implicit fashion, the systems of imprimitivity associ- 
ated with this group. Also Gel’fand and Naimark [1] based their solution 
to the problem of describing the unitary representations of the “ax+b”’ 
group on an analysis of certain natural systems of imprimitivity. 

The systematic development of this concept is due to Mackey. In a 
series of papers (cf. Mackey [7] for all references) he obtained the main 
general results of the subject and pointed out the far-reaching scope of the 
ideas involved therein. The variety of applications of these results is quite 
impressive. They enable one, among other things, to obtain the equivalence 
of matrix and wave mechanics; they lead to a concise description and 
classification of the relativistic wave equations; they make possible a 
unified approach to the theory of representations of the commutation 
rules; also, on the purely mathematical side, they lead to the notion of 
induced representations of locally compact groups which has played an 
important role in the theory of group representations; and finally, they 
have very interesting implications in the theory of invariant subspaces and 
factorization of analytic functions (cf. Helson [1)). 

We begin with the notion of a representation. Let G be a lese group and 
H a Hilbert space (always separable). A (unitary) representation of G in # 
is a homomorphism 
(1) U:g—-U, 
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of G into the group Y of all unitary operators on # such that for each 
fe, the map 

(2) g > Uf 

is continuous from G into # Since W is second countable in its strong 


topology (lemma 5.34), lemmas 5.28 and 5.4 show that for the homo- 
morphism g —> U, to be a representation it is sufficient that 


(3) g9>UFf.f> (ff e#) 


are measurable on G for all f, f’ ¢ # A representation U in # is said to be 
equivalent to a representation U’ in #’ if there exists a unitary isomorphism 


(4) W : 3 > XH 
of # onto #’ such that 
(5) C= WU ee 


for all ge G. The representation U on # is said to be irreducible if the 
only closed linear manifolds of # which are invariant under all the linear 
operators U, are 0 and #&#. 

If G is a locally compact abelian group, it is well known that its irreduc- 
ible representations are none other than its characters; i.e., continuous 
homomorphisms of G into the multiplicative group of complex numbers 
of modulus 1. Two characters are equivalent if and only if they are 
identical. The theory of characters was developed in its definitive 
form by Pontrjagin [1]; this development was used by Weil [1] to obtain 
the Plancherel formula for locally compact abelian groups. 

On the other hand, when G is not necessarily abelian, but compact, a 
definitive theory can again be developed. The beginnings of this theory 
can be traced at least to the theory of spherical harmonics. But in its 
modern form, the theory is undoubtedly the creation of Hermann Weyl. 
Using powerful and original (transcendental) methods he obtained the 
representations of arbitrary compact groups, his version of the Plancherel 
formula for such groups (the Peter-Weyl theorem), and rounded off the 
theory with a succinct description of the representations of compact semi- 
simple Lie groups (cf. his papers [3], [4], [5] in Mathematische Zeitschrift 
and his expositions [1] (to an audience of physicists) and [2)). 

The Lorentz group is neither compact nor abelian. The study of its 
representations must therefore be based on the theory of representations 
of lesc groups which are neither compact nor abelian. This theory is vast 
and quite recent. A survey of some of this recent work is given in Mackey’s 
address [7]. 

Suppose that G@ is a lese group. Let X be a standard Borel space. We 
relate G and X by assuming that X is a Borel G-space. Let # be a 
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separable Hilbert space. A system of imprimitivity for G acting in H is a 
pair (U,P), where P(# — P,) is a projection valued measure on the class 
of Borel subsets of X (the projections being defined in #), and U(g > U,) 
is a representation of G in # such that the relations 


(6) UB? = Por 


are satisfied for all g € G and all Borel sets H¢ X. The pair (U,P) is said to 
be based on X. The notions of equivalence and irreducibility are defined 
for systems of imprimitivity in a fashion similar to the corresponding 
notions for representations. Two systems (U,P) (in #) and (U',P’) 
(in #’) based on the same G-space X are equivalent if there exists a 
unitary isomorphism W of # onto #’ such that 


U,! = WU,W-, 
P,’ = WP,W73 


for all géG and all Borel sets Ho X. The system (U,P) is said to be 
irreducible if there is no closed linear manifold of # other than 0 and 
A, which is invariant under all P, and all U,. Note that if U is an irre- 
ducible representation, (U,P) is an irreducible system of imprimitivity, 
but the converse is generally false. If (U‘,P*) ({=1, 2,---) is a sequence of 
systems of imprimitivity all based on X, with (U',P') acting on #, then 
it is natural to define their direct sum as the system (U,P) acting in % 
where 


(7) 


H=h HX 
and where 
foe (fis fos: = (P.'f1; P3*fo,° =), 
oe : (f1> fas: ‘ Dice (Osha OU fay M -). 
In symbols: 


(U,P) = @ (UP). 


1 


In order to be able to handle the concepts of irreducibility, equivalence, 
and so on, it is convenient to transform these geometric concepts into 
algebraic ones. It is customary to do this with the help of the notion of the 
commuting ring. We work with representations, but all of our remarks 
apply also to systems of imprimitivity. Let U be a representation of G 
in #. The commuting ring of U is the set 2 of all bounded operators A 
in # such that 


(8) U,A = AU, 


for all g ¢ G. Obviously % is an algebra and, if A € U, then A* € W. More- 
over it is easily seen that %& is closed under the weak topology. 2% is thus a 
von Neumann algebra (cf. Section 4, Chapter VII, Volume I). The 
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structure of 9 determines very completely the geometry of the action of 
U. For example, a closed linear manifold ZL is invariant under U if and 
only if the projection P* on L belongs to 2%. In this case, by restricting 
each U, to L we obtain a representation of Gin L, called the subrepresenta- 
tion of U defined by L. Thus, every projection in % defines a unique 
subrepresentation of U. This subrepresentation is irreducible if and only 
if the associated projection, say Q, in , is minimal, i.e., if Q'<Q, Q’ is a 
projection and Q’ € U, then Q’=Q or Q’=0. Thus, U is equivalent to a 
direct sum of irreducible representations if and only if 1 is a direct sum of 
minimal projections in %. U itself is irreducible when and only when the 
only projections in %& are 0 and 1. Now if any operator A belongs to , 
all the spectral projections of (A4+A*)/2 and (A —A*)/27 belong to 2. 
Thus U is irreducible if and only if %& consists of the multiples of the 
identity operator. 

These remarks, which will suffice for our purposes, are the basic ones 
around which a theory of the global geometry of an arbitrary representation 
can be built. The reader, who is interested in this should consult the works 
of Mackey [4], [7], Varadarajan [5], and Loomis [3]. 

Suppose (U,P) is a system of imprimitivity based on X acting in # 
For any bounded Borel function f on X (complex valued) let the operator 
A, be defined by 


(9) (Ao) = [ fla)dv, (2), 


where vy, 18, a8 usual, the complex valued measure on X defined by 
Py) = Cee (uve). 


Vy,u is a finite measure for any u ¢ # and v,, ,(X)=||u||?. Moreover, 


Aull? = IL If(a)|2dr,,,(t) (we). 


The mapping f — A, from the algebra of all bounded Borel functions into 
the algebra of all bounded operators in # has the properties described 
below; their verifications are easy: 


(i) f—> A, is an algebra homomorphism, 
(10) (ii) if fis real, A, is self-adjoint; more generally A,*=A,., 
(itt) |A;|| = sup [f()]. 
Moreover, using standard arguments, we obtain, from (6), 
(11) U,A,U,-1 = Aye), 


where f? is the function 2 — f(g-1-z). 
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An important special case arises when X is a locally compact Hausdorff 
space satisfying the second axiom of countability and the action of @ on 
X is continuous. In this case, it is perhaps more natural to replace the 
projection valued measure P by the homomorphism f — A, (f¢C,(X)). 
We have: 


Lemma 6.1. Let f— A, be a homomorphism of the algebra C,(X) into the 
algebra of all bounded operators on a separable Hilbert space # satisfying 
the relations (10) and such that the linear manifolds spanned by the ranges of 
all the operators A, is dense in A. Suppose further that g > U, is a unitary 
representation of G in # such that (U,A) satisfies (11). Then, there exists 
exactly one system of imprimitivity (U,P) based on X such that, for each 
feC(X), A; ts related to P by (9). 


Proof. For any f in C,(X) which is real and >0, we observe that 
A,>0; in fact, f=f,?, where f, is also real and >0 and A,;=A,,?>0. 
Consequently, the map f > <A,u,u> defines a Borel measure v,,, on X. If 
K is any compact set and f is an element of C,(X) such that O<f<1 and 
f=1 on K, the inequality (iii) of (10) shows that 

Vu,u(K) = |||. 
vy, 18 thus a finite measure and »v, ,(X)<||wl?. At the same time, if 
u,vé # there exists a unique complex valued measure v, , such that 


(12) {Ayu = { far,  (feC(X)). 


For any Borel set H, the map wu, v > v,,,(Z) is *-bilinear and 0<v, ,(£)< 
|v? for all we #. Therefore, there exists a self-adjoint operator P; 
with 0< P, <1 such that 

(13) Vuh) = <Ppu,v> 


for all u, ve #H. 

We want to show that HE —> P, is a projection valued measure. Suppose 
K is a compact set and {f,} is a sequence of real nonnegative functions in 
C,(X) such that f,, | yx pointwise. Then (12) shows that 


(14) <A, u,v) > (Pxu,v) 


for all u,ve #; i.e., Ay, converges weakly to Px (= will denote weak 
convergence). If f is any element of O,(X), A; A;>P,A, and A,;A,; => 
A,Px so that Py commutes with all A,. Moreover, if f>0, then ff, | fxx 
and hence 


(A, A;u,v> a I Lfrdu,v 


= I far,» 
K 
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In other words, if fe C,(X) is real and >0, 


(15) (PyAsu,v)> = ii favs, 


If we choose another compact set L and a sequence {f,’} of real non- 
negative elements of O,(X) such that f,’ | xz, we obtain, from (15) and the 
convergence A, , => P,, the equation 


CPt po ee 


Now, for fixed K, H—~><P,u,P,v> and H->¢P,,.u,v> are complex 
valued measures which coincide for all compact sets L. Hence they co- 
incide for all EZ. For arbitrary but fixed H, we now use the resulting 
coincidence for all K, and conclude that for all Borel sets E and F, 


¢«P,u,P pv) = ¢Penptt,v> 


for all u,ve #, ie., Ps,p=P,P,. For H=F this shows that P, is a 
projection. The map £ — P, has now all the properties of a projection 
valued measure except perhaps that Py may not be 1. But P,=1; for, if 
P,#1, there will be a nonzero ue # such that Pyw=0. This would 
imply that v, ,=0 and hence that A,*u=0 for all feC,(X). But then u 
would be orthogonal to the ranges of all the A,, a contradiction. Finally, 
by a routine transport of structure, the equation 


ee eels 
is seen to lead to the equation 

U Eee ree 
This proves the lemma. 


We shall now give some examples of systems of imprimitivity. X and G 
have the usual meanings, i.e., X is a standard Borel G-space, G is lesc. 


Example 1: Let « be a o-finite invariant measure on X, #H = F?(X,a); U 
and P, are defined by 


9 


Prf =a xeS; 
(U,f)(x) = f(g-*-2). 
The identities U,,,,=U,,U,,, Ue=1 as well as the relations (6) are the 
results of routine calculations. Further, the invariance of « implies that 


U, is unitary. For f, f’e # the map g, x > f(g-}-zx)f’(x)* is Borel on 
Gx X and hence the map 


(16) 


7 ie [ flg-*-x)f' (w)*de(a) 
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is a Borel map. U is thus a representation and (U,P) a system of 
imprimitivity. 

Example 2: Our second example is a variation on the theme of the 
first one. Let # be a separable Hilbert space. We then define, for any 
o-finite measure « on X, H=LH?(X,H x), to be the vector space of «- 
equivalence classes of Borel maps f of X into ¥ such that 


(17) Il? = [ise /Pdatny < cw: 
here |-| denotes the norm in # If we define, for f, f’—¢ % 
(18) Ff>= | Ses’ pda, 


where <.,.> denotes the inner product in % then # becomes a Hilbert 
space under <.:.>. If X is a separable Borel space, # is separable. 

We shall now select an arbitrary invariant measure class on X and a 
a-finite measure a in it. « need not be invariant. For each g € G we select 
a positive Borel function 7, which is a version of da/da@~». We then define, 
forfe#H 


(19) Pref = xeS, 

Uf a Ge) es 

1.€., 

(20) (Unf )(x) = {ro(g~*-%) Pf (g-*-2). 


The quasi invariance of a implies that everything in sight is well defined. 
The identities (20) of Chapter V, which are atisfied by the r,, now lead 
to the conclusion that g — U, is a homomorphism of G@ and that (U,P) 
satisfies (6). The calculations are straightforward. Moreover, as each U, is 
invertible and 


|U,f1? = | (ra)f*l?da(e) 


= {nlf idee 
= | fl? 


it follows that each U, is a unitary operator. In order to assure ourselves 
that (U,P) is a system of imprimitivity, it remains only to check that for 
each f, f’e« # g-—><U,f: f'> is a measurable function on G. Now, by 
theorem 5.10, there exists a positive Borel function 7 on G x X such that 
for almost all g, 7,(x)=r(g,x) for «-almost all x. Therefore, for almost 
all g, 


op i> = I. fr(g,g72 x) f(g-4 2), f(a) daa). 
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The right side is a Borel function of g since the integrand is Borel on G x X, 
so that g > <U,f : f’> is a measurable function. But, as noted above, this 
is sufficient to assure us that U is a representation. 

When X is the phase space of a classical mechanical system, G= R', and 
the action of G on X is given by the dynamical group of the system, the 
representation U in example 1 was considered by Koopman [1] (« is the 
Liouville measure). Prompted by this, we shall call the system of example 2 
(of which the system in example | is a special case) a Koopman system of 
imprimitivity. 

In this example, the fact that (U,P) satisfies (6) depends decisively on 
the identities satisfied by the 7,. It is natural to suspect that one may be 
able to construct other systems of imprimitivity, by using more general 
cocycles. This is substantially the case. We shall develop this idea in the 
following sections. 


2. HILBERT SPACES OF VECTOR VALUED FUNCTIONS 


The Hilbert space in which the system of imprimitivity of example 2 
of Section | acts is a space of #-valued functions. This situation is very 
typical. We devote the present section to a detailed study of certain 
algebras of operators in such Hilbert spaces. 

Let X be a separable Hilbert space. We use the notation |-| to denote 
the norm in #& and <.,.> to denote the inner product in # For any 
operator A of # we write |A| for its norm. Let S be the set of all bounded 
operators in 4. The unitary group M of % is a subset of S. We shall con- 
sider S as a Borel space by giving it the smallest Borel structure which 
makes all the maps A — ¢Au,v> (u, v € #) Borel. When we speak of Borel 
maps from or into S, this is the Borel structure we have in mind even when 
it is not made explicit. 


Lemma 6.2. S, equipped with the above Borel structure, becomes a standard 
Borel space and M is a Borel subset of it. The maps A, B-> AB and 
A, B+A+B are Borel from SxS into S, A,u—> Aw is Borel from 
Sx X into X, while A — A* is a Borel automorphism of S. The induced 
Borel structure on M coincides with the Borel structure associated with the 
strong topology on M. 


Proof. Choose an orthonormal basis {e,} in % Let T be the space of all 
complex matrices (@;;). We may identify 7’ canonically with a product of 


copies of the complex plane. 7’ thus becomes a standard Borel space. 
For A €S, we define 


(21) a,(A) = ¢Ae,,e;>. 
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Obviously, the Borel structure on S is the smallest one which makes all 
the maps a,,(A —>a,,(A)) Borel. Thus, if t(A) denotes the element 
(a;,(A)) of 7, t(A — t(A)) is a one-one Borel map of S onto a set, say S’ 
contamed in 7’, and the Borel structure on S is that one for which ¢ is a 
Borel isomorphism with the Borel subspace of 7’ defined by S’. To prove 
that S is standard, it is sufficient to prove that S’ is a Borel subset of 7’. 
Only the case dim .# = o is of interest. Now, if (a;;) is an element of 7, 
it is easily seen to belong to S’ if and only if there is an integer L such that 
for any integer NV, and any N complex numbers ¢,..., cy with rational 
real and imaginary parts, 


N 
D2, As 
j= 


t 
Since the conditions involved are only denumerably many and since 
each condition defines a Borel subset of 7’, it follows that S’ is a Borel set. 
This proves that S is standard. 


2 


< L(le;|?+--- + ley|?). 


The equations 
a,,(AB) = 2 (A )a,,(B), 
a(A*) = a,(A)*, 
a; (A+ B) = a,,(A)+a,,(B), 
(Au,e,> = 2 (u,,>0,(A), 


tell us immediately that A, u— Au, A, B-> AB, and A — A* are Borel 
maps with appropriate domains and ranges. Since 


MAP Aes AA* = AXA = 13, 


it follows from these results that M is a Borel set in S. Finally, the induced 
Borel structure on M is the smallest one which makes all the maps 
A->Au of M into # (ue #) Borel, and is thus clearly the Borel 
structure associated with the strong topology on M. 


Corollary 6.3. Suppose Z is a Borel space and z—> A(z), z—> B(z), and 
z—>u(z) are Borel mappings of Z into 8S, 8, and X, respectively. Then 
z—> A*¥(z) and z—> A(z)B(z) are Borel maps of Z into S and z—> A(z)u(z) 
is a Borel map of Z into #. 


Consider now a standard Borel space X, a o-finite measure a on X and 
the Hilbert space # = £?(X,H,«). For each Borel set HEX, 


(22) Po:f>xef (fe #) 
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is a projection operator, and P(# —> P,) is a projection valued measure. 
The main concern of this section is with the algebra of bounded operators 
of # which commute with all P,. We consider bounded Borel maps 6: 


(23) b:2—> b(x), C = sup |b(x)| < 00 
xEX 


of X into S. If f is any Borel function on X with values in # such that 
2 | f (x) |?da(x) < oo, then x —> 6(x) f(x) is also Borel and 


iL |b(x)f (x)|?do(x) < C IL \f(x)|2dec(x). 


Thus there exists a unique bounded operator, denoted by 6~, such that 
for each f ¢ # for a-almost all 2, 


(24) (b~f)(x) = (x) f(x). 


b~ is an operator in # its norm ||b~ || <C, and it follows from (24) that b~ 
commutes with P, i.e., for all #, 


(25) bP 


It is obvious that if 6, is another bounded Borel map of X into S such that 
6,(~)=6(x) for a-almost all 2, b,~=b~. We regard the collection of 
bounded Borel maps from X into S as an algebra with involution by 
defining 


(a,b, +ab,)(x) = a,b, (x) +a2b,(z) (a,,a2 complex numbers) 
(26) — (bc)(x) = b(x)c(z), 
b*(x) = b(x)*, 
for all ze X. 


Lemma 6.4. For any bounded Borel map b of X into S, b~ is a bounded 
operator in H commuting with P. Conversely, if B is an operator in H 
which commutes with P, there exists a bounded Borel map b of X into S such 
that b~ = B. b,~ =b,~ af and only if b,(x)=b2(x) for «-almost all x. Finally, 
(b,b2)~ =b,~b2~, (b,*)~ =(b,~)*. In particular, b~ is a unitary operator 
(projection, normal, etc.) of and only if b(x) 1s unitary (projection, normal, 
etc.) in H for a-almost all x. 


Proof. We assume that o(X)<oo; the general case is obtained by an 
obvious patching up over sets of finite measure which we leave to the 
reader. For any ue X we write, for the purpose of this proof, u for the 
constant function «> wu of X into #; ue # as a(X)<oo. 

We observe that if B, and B, are two bounded operators of # which 
commute with P, and if B}u= B,u for all ue % then B, = B,. In fact, for 
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any Borel set ECX, B,(y,u)=B,(y,u). From this it follows that 
B,f=B,f whenever f is a Borel function on X (with values in .#) taking 
only finitely many values. The general case now follows from the fact that 
such functions are dense in # Thus B, = Bg. 

This done, let B be a bounded operator in # such that B commutes 
with P. We may assume that || B|| <1. Let {e,} be an orthonormal basis 
for #. Let b, be a Borel map of X into ¥ such that b,=Be,. Now 
||Bl| <1; so, for any N complex numbers c¢,,---,¢y, as B commutes 
with P, 


| BP,(cye,+--- +Cyey) ||? lxn(c, Be, + ae + ¢yBey)||? 


Ixe(Cse, +--+ +cyey) 2, 


lA 


1.e., 
Ixz(¢: Be, + +++ +¢yBey)||? < (\e,|? + vert [Cy |?)o-(H) 
for all #, i.e., 


IL Jeb, (20) + «++ +eyby(2)|2do(ae) < (Jey|2+ «+» + ley|2)a(E) 


for all H#. For fixed N and c,,---, cy, these inequalities (for all #) imply 
that 


[¢,b, (2) + on + eyby(x)|? = |e, |? + ots |¢y|? 


for «-almost all x. By varying N and the c’s over complex numbers with 
rational real and imaginary parts, we can assure ourselves that for some 
o-null set Z we have the inequalities 


(27) |¢,b;(x) + --- +¢yby(x)|? < |e,|?+ eS + |ey|? 


valid for all x ¢ X — Z, all integers N, and all sets (c,,---, cy) of N-tuples 
of complex numbers with rational real and imaginary parts. From (27) 
we conclude that for each x ¢ X — Z there exists an operator b(x) in # with 
|b(x)| <1 such that 


(28) b,(x) = 6(x)e, 


for all r. We define 6(z)=0 for x € Z. Equation (28) shows at once that 
2 —> b(x) is a Borel map from X into S such that |b(x)| <1 for all x and that 
for the operator b~ 


(29) b~e, = Be, 


for all r. From (29) and from the observation made at the beginning of the 
proof, we deduce that B=b~. To prove that 6 is unique up to null sets, 
let b, be such that b,~ =b~. Then for each r, 6, (x)e,=6(x)e, for «-almost all 
x. This shows at once that 6,(x)=6(x) for a-almost all x. 
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Routine calculations show that (bc)~ =b~c~, (b+c)~ =b~ +ce~, and 
(b*)~ =b~*. If O(a) is unitary for almost all x, then it is obvious that 6~ 
is unitary. Conversely, if b~b~*=b~*b~ =1, then b(ax)b(x)* =b(x)*b(x) = 1 
for almost all #, by the essential one-one nature of the map 6 — 6~. Thus 
b(x) is unitary for almost all x. The assertions involving projection and 
normal operators are proved similarly. The proof of the lemma is complete. 


Our next lemma deals with families of operators commuting with P. 
Lemma 6.5. With notation above, let Y be a standard Borel space and 
(30) b:y, x —> b(y,x) 


a bounded Borel map of Y x X into S. For each y € Y, let b(y,-) denote the 
map x —> b(y,x) of X into S. Then the map y — b(y,-)~ 1s a bounded Borel 
map of Y into the Borel space of all bounded operators of #. Conversely, 
of y—> B, is a bounded Borel map of Y into the Borel space of all bounded 
operators in # such that B, commutes with P for all y, and if v is a o-finite 
measure on Y, there exists a bounded Borel map b of Y x X into S such that 


(31) B, = 0(y,-)” 
for v-almost all y. b is determined uniquely (v x «)-almost everywhere. If each 
B, 1s unitary, we can arrange matters so that b(y,x) 1s unitary for all y, x. 


Proof. We may clearly assume that « and v are finite. Let b be a bounded 
Borel map of Y x X into S, say |b(y,x)| <C, and let B,=6(y,-)~. If f and 
f’ are in & 


yas if <b( y.2)f (a). f(a) do), 


which is Borel in y as the integrand is Borel in y, x. We also have 
|| B,|| <C. Conversely, let y  B, be a bounded Borel map of Y into the 
Borel space of all bounded operators of # and let B, commute with P 
for ally. We may assume that || B,|| <1 for all y. For each y € Y we choose 
a Borel map b, of X into S such that |b,(x)| <1 for all a and B,=b,~. Let 
{e,} be an orthonormal basis for # and for any ue # let us write u for 
the constant map «> u on X. Then, for Hc X, 


Byxatn :e,> = | <by(2)eqren dale), 
E 
so that for each Borel set Hc X, 


y > \; by (22)eqs€ dex) 


is a Borel function of y. Lemma 5.5 is now applicable and hence we can 
deduce the existence of complex-valued Borel functions 7,,,, on Y x X 
such that for each m and n, for v-almost all y, 


(32) Kb, (Z)emien> = Tn,m(Ys%) 
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for a-almost all x. There is a set N< Y of v-measure zero such that for each 
ye Y—N and all m, n, (32) holds for «-almost all x. Since |b,(z)| <1, we 
deduce from (32) and the Fubini theorem that for (v x «)-almost all y, x 


(33) SARC as 


2 


for each m, and 


(34) > 


n 


k 


S +, alyonler 


m—1 


2 
< |e,|?+---+|e,|? 


for all k and all k-tuples of complex numbers (c,.---, ¢,) whose real and 
imaginary parts are rational. Let Z< Y x X be the Borel set of all (y,z) 
such that (33) and (34) are satisfied for the indicated ranges of m, k, ¢;. 
The complement of Z is obviously v x «-null. Let r*,, be defined by 


wv) ED, 
(35) TE m(Y>%) = ag | ; : é 


Then the 7*,, are Borel functions and the inequalities (33) and (34) are 
satisfied by the r* ,, for all y, . Hence for each y, x there exists an operator 
b(y,x) such that |b(y,7)| <1 and 


(36) CO(Y,2)emen> = Thm(Y>2). 


Equation (36) shows that (y,x7) —> b(y,x) is a Borel map of Y x X into S. 
Now, fr.m=Tem (vx «)-almost everywhere on Y x X, so that we easily 
deduce from (32) that for v-almost all y, 


(6,(2)emsen»> = CB( Y,2)€ men» 
for a-almost all x, i.e., for v-almost all y, 
12h, =a oye): 


If b’ is another bounded Borel map of Y x X into S satisfying (31) for 
v-almost all y, it follows from lemma 6.4 and Fubini’s theorem that 
b(y,x) =6'(y,x) for (v x «)-almost all y, x. For the last statement, note that 
if B, is unitary for all y, Z={(y,x) : b(y,x) is unitary} is a Borel set whose 
complement is of (vx «a)-measure zero. All we have to do is to redefine 
b(y,x) to be 1 for (y,x) ¢ Z. The proof of the lemma is complete. 


3. FROM COCYCLES TO SYSTEMS OF IMPRIMITIVITY 


We remarked in our example 2 of Section 1 on the connection between 
the cocycle identities (35) of Chapter V and the identities (6). The main 
aim of this section is to show that associated with a cocycle taking values 
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in a unitary group, there is a system of imprimitivity, and that this system 
is determined up to equivalence by the cohomology class of the cocycle. 
This is precisely the reason for our detailed study of cocycles in the previous 
chapter. We begin with an elementary lemma. 


Lemma 6.6. Let G be a Icsc group and # a separable Hulbert space. 
Suppose that L(g > L,) is a mapping of G into the set of bounded operators 
in H such that (i) for ail f, f’ «© Hg > <L,f.f'> is a measurable function, 
(ii) L, is unitary for almost all g, and (iii) L,,,.=L,,L,, for almost all 
(91.92) € Ax G. Then there exists exactly one representation U of Gin # 
such that L,=U, for almost all g. 


Proof. Let .. be a left Haar measure on G and #! the Banach space of 
p-summable functions. For f,, fo ¢ @ we introduce their convolution 


(f, * fa)(g) = i, filt)folt~2g)du(t). 


fi *f. is almost everywhere finite and defines an element of #1. Define 
the operator L,, for fe #', by setting, for u, vEeH 


(37) (Lye) = IL f(g)<L,tt,0>dpu(9). 


f — L, is linear and ||L,||<||f\|,. A routine use of the Fubini theorem, 
coupled with (iii) of the lemma, gives us the equation L,,.,,=L,,Dy,,. 
Moreover, the sum of the ranges of the L, is dense in #; for, ifve # and 


[ f(g)<L,u,v>du(g) = 0 


for allue # and fe #', then, for each ue H (L,u,v> =0 for almost all 
g. Taking a countable dense set of u’s, we obtain the equation L,*v=0 
for almost all g. Hence v=0. 

We now apply a known theorem (Loomis [2], p. 128) and obtain a 
unique homomorphism g — U, of G into the group of invertible operators 
in # such that ||U,|| <1 for each g, g > U, is Borel, and for each fe #}, 


if fgXU,uv>dulg) = L, (uve #). 


This implies rather easily that U,=L, for almost all g. U, is therefore 
unitary for almost all g. Now, the set of g, for which U, is unitary, is a 
subgroup. Hence U, is unitary for all g, i.e., U is a representation. The 
uniqueness of U is obvious. 

Let X be a standard Borel G-space. We choose an invariant measure 
class @ on X and fix it throughout the rest of this section. Let a be a 
measure in this class. We introduce a separable Hilbert space # and 
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denote its unitary group by M. Let # = #?(X.% a). By a cocycle we mean 
a (G,X,M)-cocycle relative to a, i.e., a Borel map (9,x) > (g,x) of Gx X 
into M such that the identities (35) of Chapter V are satisfied. The null 
sets on X are those of @, and on G the usual ones. 


Theorem 6.7. Let the notation be as above. For each g €G, let r, be a positive 
Borel function which is a version of da/da—". Suppose that 9 is a (G,X,M)- 
cocycle relative to a. Then, there exists a unique system of imprimitivity (U ,P) 
such that 


(38) Puf = xef, 
and for almost all g, 
(39) (U,f)(x) = {rg *-2)}?p(9.9~* +x) f(g-*-2) 


for each fe # for almost all x. Moreover, the equivalence class of (U,P) 
depends only on © and yo, where yo is the cohomology class of ¢. 


Proof. Equation (38) defines P; and P(E -—> P,) is a projection valued 
measure in #. Let us now define, for each ge G and fe #& the Borel 
function L,f on X by 


(40) (L,f)(x) = {r,(g~*-x)}29(g,9-1-2)f (g-3-2). 


Since y takes values in M, we have: 


[(Lof)(x)|? = ro(g~*-«)|f(g-*-2)|?, 


from which we conclude that L,fe# and |L,f||=||f|. Z, is thus an 
isometry. It is actually unitary because its range is the whole of # In 
fact, iff’ «e AH and <L,f : f’>=0 for all f ce H a brief calculation shows that 
y(g.x)*-f'(g- 2) =0 for almost all « which gives us the relation f’ =0. Next, 
g being a cocycle, 


P(F192,X) = 9(9192°L)P(Go,x) 


for almost all (9,,92,.7)€GxGx X. From this we conclude by a routine 
calculation that L,,,,=L,,L,, for almost all g;,g, (for the r, we use 
identities (20) of Chapter V). We now verify that g>JZ, is a measur- 
able map. We choose a positive Borel function r on Gx X such that, for 


almost all g, r(g,~) =1,(x) for almost all x. Then, for f, f’ ¢ %, 


Sie [ fr(g.g-3-2)}p(g.g-2-) f(g 2-2), f" (a) de) 


for almost all g. Since the integrand on the right is a Borel function on 
Gx X, the integral is a Borel function on G and hence g > ¢L,f: f’> isa 
measurable function on G. We are therefore in a position to apply lemma 
6.6. Thus there exists a unique representation U of G in # such that 
U,=L, for almost all g. 
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We calculate from (40) that for each g eG, L,P;=P,.,l, for all Borel 
sets E< X. Therefore, if N is a Borel set of measure zero such that U,= L, 
for g ¢G—N, then for each g EG—N, 


(41) UL PU, * =eBos 


for all Borel sets EZ. Now, as U is a representation, the set of all g e G for 
which (41) holds for all Bore! E is a subgroup of G. As the complement of 
this subgroup has measure zero, we conclude that (41) must be valid for 
all géG and all Borel sets £. (U,P) is thus a system of imprimitivity 
based on X. Its uniqueness is obvious. 

To show that the equivalence class of (U,P) depends only on the 
measure class of « and the cohomology class of g, we proceed in two steps. 
First, we replace « by a’ in the same measure class, keeping ¢ fixed. In 
this case, let a>0 be a Borel function such that a=de’/da. Let (U’,P’) 
be the system of imprimitivity associated with a’ and m. Then 


(42) W : fa lf 


is a unitary isomorphism of ¥7(X,4 a) onto #7(X,%a') and the formula 
(39) shows that 
Po = WEeew = 


for all EZ, and for almost all g, 
tre= WOW =. 

Once again, as the set of all g such that U,’=WU,W~? is a subgroup, 
these equations are valid for all g. Thus (U,P) and (U’,P’) are equivalent. 

It remains to examine what happens when we fix a but change yp. Let 
gy’ be a cocycle defining the same cohomology class as gy. Let (U’, P’) be the 
system of imprimitivity associated with a, g’. Both (U’,P’) and (U,P) 
act in #=#7(X,X,«). Since y'~¢g, there exists a Borel map b, 
(43) b: x — b(z) 
of X into M such that 

P (g,%) = b(g-x)p(g,x)b(x)~* 

for almost all (g,z) € Gx X. For any fe #%, 


f(x)? = [b(x)f(a)|?, 


and hence there exists a unitary operator B of #?(X,%a) such that 
(cf. Section 2) 


(44) Wl age 
From (44) we obtain 
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for all Borel sets FE. Next we compute BU,B~'. We have, from (39), for 
almost all g € G, 


(BU,B~'f)(x) = {r4(g~ *-x)}*!7b(x2)p(g,9~*-x)b(g~*-a)-*f(g-* +2) 
= {ro(g-*-x)}'7p'(9.g~*- x) f(g-*-a) 


= (U,'f)(x) 
for each f ¢ # for almost all x. Therefore 
(46) U,’ = BU,B" 


for almost all g. Using our usual arguments, we conclude that (46) is 
valid for all g. Equations (46) and (45) show that (U,P) and (U’,P’) are 
equivalent. This completes the proof of the theorem. 


Corollary 6.8. If p is a strict cocycle or even if we assume that for each 
(91.92) EeGx G, 


P(I192%) = P(I1,92° X)p(G2,X) 
for almost all x, then for each g € G and each f 


(Unf (x) = {rg *-*)}?p(g.g~-*- x) f(g-* +) 
for almost all x. 


In this case, g — L, itself is a homomorphism so that L,= U, for all g. 
Given 9, a as above, the system of imprimitivity (U,P) constructed in 
theorem 6.7 is said to be associated with and a. 


4. PROJECTION VALUED MEASURES 


In this book we have come across projection valued measures from 
time to time, but such uses as we have made of them have been quite 
superficial. The aim of this section is to describe some of the deeper aspects 
of the theory of projection valued measures. These results are all known 
and form the Hahn-Hellinger multiplicity theory. We recommend the 
reader to the accounts of Stone [2], Nakano [1], and Halmos [2]. We shall 
confine ourselves to a concise description of the main features of this theory. 

The main problem in this theory is that of determining when two 
projection valued measures are equivalent. More precisely, let X be a 
standard Borel space, #' a separable Hilbert space, and P‘ a projection 
valued measure in #' based on X. We say P! and P? are equivalent, 
P}~ P? in symbols, when there is a unitary isomorphism W of #' onto 
H* such that P;?=WP,!W~-? for all H. The main problem is, given X, 
to construct canonical forms for the projection valued measures based 
on X. 

We begin by choosing a o-finite measure a on X and a separable Hilbert 
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space # Let H=LH?(X,H a) and P be the projection valued measure 
E -> P,;, where 


(47) Prf = xef (fe #). 


We write P=P(%a). The first result of the theory is that P(#«)~ 
P(.4#',«') if and only if (i) « and @’ define the same measure class, and 
(ii) dim # =dim .#’. If these conditions are satisfied, if #=.%", and if a 
is a positive Borel function which is a version of de’/da, the map 

W : fa if 
is a unitary isomorphism of #7(X,%«) onto ¥7(X,#a') such that 
Pea \=W Pa 

This result motivates us to introduce the following definition. A 
projection valued measure P (acting in a separable Hilbert space) is said 
to be homogeneous if it is equivalent to P(“#a) for suitable # and «. 
The definition (47) of P(%a) shows that for a Borel set HC X, «(H)=0 
if and only if P,;=0. The measure class of « is thus determined by P in a 
very direct fashion. It is called the measure class of P. The dimension of 
is said to be the multiplicity of P. Given any measure class @ on X and 
any integer n (1 <n<oo), there exists, up to equivalence, a unique homo- 
geneous projection valued measure P with @ as the measure class of P 
and n its multiplicity. 

On the other hand, given a projection valued measure P on X, it is a 
deeper matter to determine when it is homogeneous. A vector ue # is 
said to be cyclic for P if the collection {P,u} spans a dense linear manifold 
of #. It can be shown that if there is a cyclic vector for P, P is homo- 
geneous and of multiplicity one and that, conversely, homogeneous 
projection valued measures of multiplicity one do have this geometric 
property, i.e., existence of a cyclic vector. The case of arbitrary multiplicity 
can be handled along similar, but somewhat more complicated, lines. 

Now we pass on to the general case. For each n =o0, 1, 2,--- we choose 
a separable Hilbert space %, of dimension n and fix it throughout the 
discussion. Choose a sequence of o-finite measures o,,, @ 1, @,--- on X. 
For any o-finite measure a on X let us write H,,=FH7(X,%,,«) and 
Pr<= P(H,,a). Suppose that the a, are so chosen that for MEN, um and cp, 
are mutually singular.+ Let 


(48) KH = Hr, 
be the direct sum of the #,,,,, and for H& X let P, be defined by 
(49) P; : (feos Fis das , 2) aa (PE of P a Ui: ; ) 


{ o-finite measures « and B on X are called mutually singular if we can write 
X=A U B, where A and B are Borel sets with A N B= @, B(A)=a(B)=0. 
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(when «, =0 for some n, H, ,, =0). Then P is a projection valued measure. 
We write P= P({4,}. {«,,}). The main theorem of spectral multiplicity theory 
asserts that every projection valued measure on X in a separable Hilbert 
space is equivalent to P({%,}, {a,}) for a suitable sequence {a,}. If {c,} 
and {a,'} are two sequences of mutually singular measures on X, the 
theorem further asserts that 


PU a}: {oent) ~ PULAn}, {on'}) 


if and only if for each n, «, and «,’ are in the same measure class. 

Given P, we therefore have for each n=oo, 1, 2,--- a canonically 
determined measure class, say @,,. @,, is called the measure class correspond- 
ing to the multiplicity n. For a given n, @, may be 0. P is homogeneous if 
and only if @, =0 for all n except a single value ny. The construction of the 
€, from P is delicate. We do not need this for our purposes. On the other 
hand, consider the set of all o-finite measures « with the property that 
o(#)=0 if and only if # is @,-null for all n (l<n<oo). There exist such 
measures «; in fact, if we choose for each n a finite «, in @, such that 
Dn %(X)<oo, then «=>, «, would have the required property. These 
measures a form a measure class, say @. It is obvious that a set EF is @-null 
if and only if P,=0. @ is called the measure class of P. 


5. FROM SYSTEMS OF IMPRIMITIVITY TO COCYCLES 


We now examine the problem converse to that studied in Section 3. 
We resume our concern with a standard Borel G-space X and a system 
of imprimitivity (U,P) based on X, acting in # These will be fixed 
throughout this section. The main result is that if P is homogeneous, one 
can construct a cocycle o relative to the measure class @ of P such that 
(U,P) is equivalent to the system of imprimitivity associated with @ and 
gy. We shall use the notations and results described in Section 4 concerning 
projection valued measures. In particular, for each n(oo, 1, 2,---), #, isa 
fixed separable Hilbert space of dimension n. We write M,, for the unitary 
group of %,. The norm and inner product in %, are denoted by |.| and 
<.,.>, while the norm and inner product in # and #,, (a a o-finite 
measure on X) are denoted by ||. || and ¢.:.>. 


Lemma 6.9. With the notation described above, the measure classes ©, 
corresponding to the various multiplicities n are all invariant under the 
action of G. In particular, the measure class of P is invariant. 


Proof. Choose measures «, €@,. Then, P~ P({4;}, {«,}). We must 
show that each @, is invariant under G. Let ge @ be arbitrary. Let us 
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write Q,=P,.,. Then Q(# > Q;) is a projection valued measure in &. 
The equation 

OR cn Oe — 3 
shows that Q~ P. But it is obvious that Q~ P({%,},{0,7}) (via the map 
f —>f%) and that the a,’ are mutually singular. Hence for each x, «, and 
e,% define the same measure class. This proves the lemma. 


We recall that a measure class @ on X is said to be ergodic if any Borel 
function f, with the property that f?=f @-almost everywhere for each 
g € G, is constant @-almost everywhere. 


Lemma 6.10. Jf the measure class € of P is ergodic, then P is homogeneous. 
If (U,P) is irreducible, © is ergodic and so P is homogeneous. 


Proof. Choose mutually singular finite measures a, (n=00, I, 2,---) 
such that we then have P~ P({4;},{a,}). Let @, be the measure class 
defined by «,. Since the «,, are mutually singular, we can find mutually 
disjoint Borel sets #, (n=00, 1, 2,---) such that X= <n<-0 EH, and 
a,(X —H,,)=0 for all n. Suppose that the measure class @ of P is ergodic, 
but that for two distinct values of n, @,, 40. Let a, be distinct real numbers 
and let f be the Borel function which takes the value a, on E£,. For each n, 
fis a constant @,-almost everywhere. Since @, 40 implies a,(#,)40, £, 
is not @-null for any ” for which @, is nonzero. Thus f is not a constant 
@-almost everywhere. But (by lemma 6.9) as each @, is invariant, 
f%=f, @-almost everywhere for each géG. This is a contradiction. We 
must therefore have @,,=0 for all but a single value of n, i.e., P is homo- 
geneous. The second statement would follow if we show that € is ergodic 
whenever (U,P) is irreducible. Suppose now that (U,P) is irreducible but 
@ is not ergodic. Then there exists a real Borel function f such that f is not 
a constant @-almost everywhere but, for each geG, f%=f, @-almost 
everywhere. Let c be a real number such that, if H)>={x : f(x) <c}, then 
neither Hy nor X — Ey is @-null. If ge G, the fact that f(g-1-2)=f(x)= 
f(g-x) for @-almost all x implies that the set (g-H)—E) U (E)—g-E,) is 
@-null. Hence P,..,= Pz,. Since this is true for all g, (6) shows that P,, 
commutes with all U,. Since P,, obviously commutes with all P,;, the 
irreducibility of (U,P) implies that either P,, or Px _,, is 0, i.e., either Ey 
or X — E, is null, a contradiction. 


Theorem 6.11. Let (U,P) be a system of imprimitivity acting in # such 
that P is homogeneous and of multiplicity n (l1<n<oo). Let a be a o-finite 
measure in the measure class © p of P. Then (U,P) is equivalent to a system 
(U',P™*) acting in #,,,. Further, for each cohomology class y of (G,X,M,)- 
cocycles relative to @p, let X(y) denote the equivalence class of systems of 
imprimitivity acting in H, , which are associated to y and © p. Then 


(50) y= Xy) 


SYSTEMS OF IMPRIMITIVITY 221 


ws @ one-one correspondence between the set of all cohomology classes of 
(G,X,M,,)-cocycles relative to ©p and the set of all equivalence classes of 
systems of imprimitivity of the form (U',P™*). 


Proof. There exists a unitary isomorphism W of # onto #,, such that 
Pe’ = WP,W 


for all Borel sets HZ. We set U,’= WU,W~1. Then (U,P)~(U',P**). 
Consider now a system (U’,P"-*), Let us choose, for each g in G, a 
positive Borel function r, such that r, is a version of da/de%~*. For 
simplicity of notation we write #'=H%,,,, P’=P"*. Let (V,P’) be the 
Koopman system of imprimitivity, i.e., for each ge G and fc #, 


(51) (Vo f(x) = {ro(g->-x)}? = f(g- 3-2). 
Write 
(52) Wage Us 


Since both (U’,P’) and (1’,P’) are systems of imprimitivity, it follows that 
W, commutes with P, for all EZ. Further, g > W, is a Borel map of G 
into the unitary group of #’. We now use lemmas 6.4 and 6.5. We select, 
for each g € G, a Borel map w, of X onto M, such that 


(53) US 
and a Borel map g’ of G x X into M,, 

(54) p 29,2 —> 9'(9,2), 
such that for almost all g, 

(55) W,=9(9,-)~. 

For 9;, 92 € G, we obtain from (52), 

(56) Wee ee (Waa 


A quick calculation shows that 
(57) Va a, =e) 
where, as usual, for x « X, 
wee" (x) = wy,(92°). 
From (56) and (57) and lemma 6.4, it follows that for each (9,92) EG x G, 
(58) Wg, 9q(%) = Wg, (Jo °X)WyQ(x) 
for almost all x. Then 


(59) P (91924) = ¥'(91.92°X)p'(G2,X) 
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for almost all (9,,92,.2) €@Gx Gx X. This proves that ¢’ is a (G,X,M,)- 
cocycle relative to a. Moreover, as U,’=V,W,, we have, for almost all 
g, U,'=V,'(9,-)~, 1.e., for almost all g, 


(60) (UO, f)(x) = {r,(9~ 2 -x)}?—'(9.9-*- a) f(g-*-2) 


for fe #’. In other words, (U’,P"™*) is the system of imprimitivity 
associated with g’ and «. 

If p,’ is another cocycle satisfying (60), then, for almost all g, y;'(g,-)~ = 
W,=w,~. This shows that g,'=9’ almost everywhere on G x X. 

To complete the proof of the theorem, we have only to show that if 
(U",P’) is a second system of imprimitivity equivalent to (U’,P’) and if 
gy” is a cocycle corresponding to (U",P’), then »’ and ” determine the 
same cohomology class. Let W be a unitary automorphism of #’ such 
that 

WP ee. 
Wee OW = Sea 


(61) 


for all g, EH. There exists (lemma 6.4) a Borel map w, 
(62) w:x—> w(x) 


of X into M, such that W=w~. But then the equation WU,"W-~1=U,’, 
together with the relations between g” and U” as well as y’ and U’, show, 
after a brief calculation, that for almost all (g,7z) Ee Gx X, 


w(x)p"(9,g~*-x)w(g-*-x)-* = o'(g,g~1-2), 
1.€., 


w(g-x)p"(g,x)w(x)~* = —'(g,x) 


for almost all (g,z) € Gx X. This shows that o’~q”. This completes the 
proof of the theorem. 


Remark. It is easy to see that if the cocycle 9’ is a coboundary, the 
corresponding systems of imprimitivity are equivalent to the Koopman 
systems. Thus, the examples of Section 5 in Chapter V give rise to systems 
(U,P) which are not equivalent to the Koopman systems. 


6. TRANSITIVE SYSTEMS 


In this section X continues to be a standard Borel G-space and (U,P) 
a system of imprimitivity based on X. We shall completely describe all the 
transitive systems. Our success is due to the detailed knowledge of co- 
cycles on transitive G-spaces which was accumulated in Section 5 of 
Chapter V. We recall that a measure class @ is said to be transitive if 
there exists x) € X such that X —G-x, is a @-null set. In this case the 
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orbit G- 2x9 is uniquely determined by @ and we shall say that @ lives on 
G- xo. A system of imprimitivity (U, P) is said to be transitive if the measure 
class @ of P is such; if X’ is the orbit on which @ lives, we say that the 
system lives on X’. Note that if (U,P) is transitive, the measure class of 
P is ergodic, and hence P is homogeneous (lemma 6.10). If ae X and 
X'=G-x, X' is an invariant Borel set and is hence a standard transitive 
Borel G-space in its own right. If «’ is a o-finite quasi-invariant measure 
on X’, the measure « : E -> a'(H © X’) defines a measure class on X which 
is invariant and which lives on X’. Obviously it is the only measure class 
living on X’ with this property. 

Let x ¢ X and X’=G-x,. Suppose that G,,=G@p is the stability sub- 
group at x. Let m be a representation of G in the Hilbert space %, 
(which we have chosen once for all) of dimension n (l1<n<oo). Then m 
is a Borel homomorphism of Gy into M,. From the results of Chapter V 
we know that there exists a strict (G,X’,M,,)-cocycle y», which defines the 
homomorphism m of Gy at xo. We extend gy to a strict (G,X,M,,)-cocycle 
gy, forexample, by putting p(g,x) =1 for x ¢ X’. We choose a o-finite measure 
« which is quasi invariant and lives on X’. We can then construct the 
system of imprimitivity in #,,, associated with and a. We shall call 
such systems, obtained by varying a, » (but a living on X’) systems 
induced by the representation m of Go. It is obvious that all such systems are 
mutually equivalent, homogeneous, transitive, and live on X’. We now 
prove the basic theorem of this section. 


Theorem 6.12. Let X be a standard Borel G-space and let (U,P) be a 
transitive system of imprimitivity based on X such that (i) P is of multi- 
plicity n, and (ii) the measure class of P lives on the orbit X'=G-x 9. Then 
there exists a representation m of the stability group Go at xo in %,, such that 
(U,P) is equivalent to a system induced by m. The equivalence class of m is 
determined uniquely by the equivalence class of (U,P) and gives rise to a one- 
one correspondence {(U,P)} —> {m} of the set of all equivalence classes of 
transitive systems living on X' onto the set of all equivalence classes of repre- 
sentations of Go. Moreover, the commuting ring of (U,P) ts isomorphic to the 
commuting ring of m. In particular, (U,P) is irreducible, or a direct sum of 
irreducible systems, if and only if m is so. 


Proof. If m, and mz, are inequivalent representations of Gy), theorem 
5.27 shows that the (G,X’,M,,)-cocycles which correspond to them define 
distinct cohomology classes. Therefore we can conclude from theorem 
6.11 that the systems of imprimitivity induced by m, and mg are in- 
equivalent. By the same token, if m, and m, are equivalent, so are the 
systems that are induced by m, and mg. 

Next, let (U,P) be a transitive system which lives on X’. Let a be a 
o-finite measure belonging to the measure class of P. o(X—X’)=0 
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obviously. Theorem 6.11 now tells us that there exists some n and a 
(G,X,M,)-cocycle @ relative to a such that (U,P) is equivalent to the 
system associated with » and a. Now, the restriction of p to Gx X" is a 
(G,X',M,,)-cocycle on the transitive space X’ and hence by lemma 5.26 
there exists a strict cocycle gy’ on G x X’ which defines the same cohomology 
class as o (restricted to G x X'). If m is the homomorphism of Gg which is 
defined by ¢’, it is clear that (U,P) is equivalent to a system induced by m. 

The only thing that remains to be proved is the statement about the 
commuting rings. We assume (as we may) that X = X’. Let @ be a strict 
(G,X,M,,)-cocycle defining the homomorphism m at 2, of Gp. We choose a 
quasi-invariant o-finite measure « on X and write # =4%,,,. In our usual 
notation, for each g € G and Borel Ec X, 


Pf = xef, 
(U,f)(x) = {ro(g~ *x)}"*p(9.9~ *x) f(g~*2). 


We use the results and notation of Section 5, Chapter V. We select a 
Borel map d(g — d(g)) of G into M, such that d(gh)=d(g)m(h) for all 
(9,h)EGxG, d(e)=1, and 9°%g,9')=d(gg')d(g')~1 for all (g,g')—EGxG 
(9°(9.9') = (9:9 -o)): 

Suppose that 7' is an operator in # which commutes with all P,; and 
all U,. By lemma 6.4 we can choose a Borel map f, 


(63) 


(64) t:a—>t(x) 


of X into the Borel space S,, of all operators in %, such that |t(x)| <||7'| 
for all x and 


(65) (Pe 


If we use the fact that 7’ commutes with all U,, we obtain, after a brief 
calculation, the identity 


(66) 99.9 *-x)t(g~*-2) = t(x)p(9.g~*-2) 

for each g for almost all x, i.e., for each g € G 

(67) P(G,x)t(x) = tg -2)p(9,2) 

for almost all x ¢ X. From (67) we get, on writing £°(g) =t(g-29), 
P°(9.9')0°(9") = t°(99')9°(G.9') 


for almost all (9,9') « @ x @. Substituting the expression for y° in terms of 


d and simplifying, we conclude that there exists a bounded operator 7 in 
A, such that 


(68) #°(g) = d(g)rd(g)~? 
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for almost all g. Replacing g by gh (h € Go) and simplifying, we obtain 
(69) m(h)rm(h)-2 = +. 


This shows that 7 is in the commuting ring of m. On the other hand, if we 
start from a 7 in the commuting ring of m, the map g — d(g)rd(g~") is a 
bounded Borel map of X into 8, which is constant on the left Gy-cosets. 
Hence there is a bounded Borel map t from X into S,, such that f° is given 
by (68) for all g. Routine calculation leads us from (68) to (67) to (66). At 
this stage, we know that 7’'=t~ is in the commuting ring of (U,P). 

The correspondence 7’ = 7 is obviously one-one and is an algebra 
isomorphism as is easily seen from the formulas (68) and (65) connecting 
T and +. Moreover, as each d(q) is unitary, (68) also implies that 


(70) i°(g)* = d(g)r*d(g)~*, 


so that 7’ 7 is adjoint-preserving. Since the commuting ring of a 
representation (or a system of imprimitivity) determines completely the 
circumstances under which it is irreducible or a direct sum of irreducibles, 
the proof of the theorem is complete. 


Corollary 6.13. Let X be a standard transitive Borel G-space, x € X, 
and Gy the stability group at x. Then every system of imprimitivity based on 
X is homogeneous and its measure class is the unique invariant measure 
class on X. There is a canonical one-one correspondence between the equi- 
valence classes of systems based on X and equivalence classes of representa- 
tions of Go. This correspondence preserves irreducibility as well as the 
property of being a direct sum of irreducibles. 


Remark. Theorem 6.12 gives a complete analysis of the transitive 
homogeneous systems of imprimitivity based on X. It is natural to ask 
what happens when we give up the assumption of transitivity. According 
to lemma 6.10 if the measure class @ of P is ergodic, then P is homo- 
geneous. Theorem 6.11 then tells us that we have only to study the 
cohomology classes relative to @. However, the examples of Section 5 in 
Chapter V show that the cohomology classes relative to an ergodic 
invariant measure class are incredibly more complicated than in the 
transitive case. In view of this it has not been possible to carry out the 
analysis of ergodic systems of imprimitivity further than that of theorem 
6.11. 


We note here that if there is any ergodic invariant measure class @ on 
X, then one can construct irreducible systems of imprimitivity (U,P) 
based on X such that @ is the measure class of P. In fact, let « be a o- 
finite measure in @ and let p be any (G,X,M,)-cocycle relative to @. 
Let H=H,,, and let (U,P) be the system of imprimitivity associated 
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with gy and «. We may take .%, to be the complex number space so that 
KH = £4X,a). We claim that (U,P) is actually irreducible. In fact, let T 
be an operator commuting with (U,P). By our lemma 9.4 there exists a 
complex valued, bounded Borel function t such that 


(Tf)(x) = tx) f(x) 


for all fe H The condition that T commutes with all U, gives us (67). 
But, as ¢(x) is a complex number, it commutes with g(g,); thus for each 
g EG, 


t(g:a) = t(x) 


for almost all x. The ergodicity of © now implies that ¢ is a constant almost 
everywhere. 7’ is thus a multiple of the identity showing that (U,P) is 
irreducible. In other words, the limitations imposed by the assumption of 
transitivity are quite real. 

A useful direction of investigation would obviously be that of determining 
when every ergodic invariant measure class is transitive. We formulate 
two lemmas, each of which gives sufficient conditions for this to happen. 


Lemma 6.14. Let X be a standard Borel G-space. Suppose that there exists 
a Borel set DX which intersects each orbit in exactly one point. Then, 
every ergodic invariant class on X 1s transitive. 


Proof. The proof requires the use of the deep result (cf. remark follow- 
ing corollary 5.2) on the universal measurability of the ranges of Borel 
maps. Let « be a finite measure of an arbitrary ergodic invariant measure 
class. We normalize a so that «(X)=1. If # is any Borel set < D, the set 
G.E, being the image of the standard space G x # under the Borel map 
g, x —>g-x, is an «measurable subset of X. We define 


(71) a~(E) = o(G@-E). 


Now the fact that D meets each orbit exactly once implies that, for dis- 
joint #, the sets G-£ are also disjoint. Hence, a~, as defined by (71), is a 
measure on the Borel space defined by D and «~(D)=1. We claim that for 
any Borel set ECD, «~(E£) is either 0 or 1. If this were not so, we can 
choose a Borel set HCD such that 0<o(G-E)<1 and the characteristic 
function y of the set G-E would be an invariant a-measurable function 
which is not a constant almost everywhere. Let y’ be a Borel function on 
X which is «-almost everywhere equal to y. Then, for each g, y'(g-x)= 
x (x) for «-almost all x. This would then contradict the ergodicity of the 
measure a. 

Thus a@~ is a two-valwed measure on D. Now, choose a sequence {E,} of 
Borel subsets of D which separate the points of D. By replacing E,, by 
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D—E,, whenever necessary, we may assume that «~(H,)=1 for all n. 
Put 


(72) Ey = ()\ E,; 
(pak 


«~(H)=1. Since the sequence {H,} separates the points of D, Hy must 
consist of a single point, say x. But then a(G-2))=1, showing that « is 
transitive. 

A variation of the argument given just now leads to: 


Lemma 6.15. Suppose that there exists a sequence {f,} of invariant real 
valued Borel functions on X which separate the orbits of X, 1.¢., two points 
x, y of X lie on the same orbit if and only if f,(x)=f,(y) for all n. Then every 
ergodic invariant measure class on X is transitive. 


Proof. Let « be a measure such that «(X)=1 and let « be quasi invariant 
and ergodic. Let & be the smallest Borel structure on X which makes all 
the f, Borel. Every set in Z’ is a Borel subset of X which is also invariant. 
Hence each such set has e-measure either 0 or 1. Let {#,} be a sequence 
of sets which generates # such that a(H,)=1 for all n. If we put 


(73) Ea) Ee 
n=1 


then «(#,)=1. Now the class of Borel sets which either contain Hy or are 
disjoint from it is a o-algebra containing all the #,,. Hence every set in 
Z' has this property. This implies that EZ, is a single orbit; for, if x) € Ey 
and X’'=G-2o, the fact that the f, separate the orbits implies that 


(74) X= (eS 2) = Falta, 


and consequently that X’c 4’; since X’ ON E,#4 9, E,cX’, so that 
PG 1 


Corollary 6.16. If G is compact, then every ergodic invariant measure class 
on X is transitive. 


Proof. Using theorem 5.7 it is easy to come down to the case when X 
is a compact metric space and G acts continuously on X. We shall verify 
that the condition of lemma 6.15 is satisfied. By the Stone-Weierstrass 
theorem, O(X) is separable. Let {u,} be a countable set dense in C(X), and 
for u € C(X) let 


(75) ii(a) = i" u(g-2)dy(9), 


where pz is the (normalized) Haar measure on G. % is continuous on X. 
Clearly each @ is invariant. We claim that {w,} separates the orbits in X. 
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Let x, y € X such that %,(x)=%,(y) for all n. Since {u,} is dense in C(X), 
we deduce from (75) that U(x) =w(y) for all u € C(X). Suppose now x and y 
were not in the same orbit. Then G-a and G-y are closed disjoint subsets 
of X, and hence there is a u € O(X) with O0<u<1 such that w=0 on G-x 
and =1 on G-y. It is obvious that 7=0 on G-x and =1 on G-y. This 
contradiction proves the corollary. 


If every ergodic invariant measure class on X is transitive, we shall say 
that X has a smooth orbit structure. 


7. EXAMPLES AND REMARKS 


We shall now discuss a number of examples. The simplest example of a 
transitive space is G itself. If (U,P) is a system based on G, it is transitive 
and its measure class is the invariant measure class of G. We now apply 
the results of Section 6. The stability group at eeG is {e} whose only 
representations are trivial. Any trivial representation is a direct sum of 
trivial one-dimensional representations. We thus obtain 


Theorem 6.17. Let G act on itself by left translations. Let # = FH? (p), 
where p is a left Haar measure on G, and let P and U be defined by: 
Prf = xe'f, 
(U,f)(x) = f(g *2). 
Then (U,P) ts an irreducible system of imprimitivity based on G. Any 


irreducible system based on G is equivalent to this one. An arbitrary system 
of imprimitivity 1s a direct sum of irreducible systems. 


(76) 


Rotations in the Plane. Let X =C, the complex plane, and let G be the 
multiplicative group of complex numbers of modulus 1. We put, for ze G 
and x€C, 

220 tee. 


X is a Borel G-space. For each d>0, 
HE, = {x : |x| = d} 


is an orbit and these are all the orbits. Since @ is compact, all ergodic 
measure classes are transitive. For d>0, the stability groups associated 
with £, are trivial and hence, corresponding to each d>0, there exists, 
up to equivalence, exactly one irreducible system living on E,. We shall 
now describe this. Note that Z, has an invariant measure, say o,such that 
o(H,)=1. If we define the measure o, by 


flado,() = i f(dx)do(e), 
Eq Py 
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then o,(£,)=1 and it is the unique invariant measure living on Ey with 
this property. Let #%, be the Hilbert space #?(c,). Then, if we define 
(U%,P*) by 


Pz* = xef, 
(U.“f)(a) = f(z-*2), 


(U*,P*) is the unique irreducible system living on E,. 

When d=0, £,={0} and the stability group is G itself. In this case, P 
is trivial and U can be an arbitrary representation of G. If (U,P) is to be 
irreducible, U will have to be a character of G. 

The example discussed just now can be generalized. Let us assume that 
X =k" and G=SO(n), the group of orientation preserving rotations. 
The orbits in X are the spheres S, of radius d>0 and the origin 0. Let us 
choose d>0 and consider the point 


x, = (0,0,---, 0, d). 


Then the stability subgroup x, is canonically isomorphic to SO(n—1). 
Since G is compact, we know from corollary 6.16 that there are no ergodic 
systems other than the transitive ones. For each d>0, there are denum- 
erably many inequivalent irreducible transitive systems living on Sj; 
these correspond one-one to the equivalence classes of irreducible 
representations of SO(n — 1). 

However, when we proceed to describe explicitly the irreducible systems 
living on S,, for example, we run into a difficulty. The theory developed in 
Section 5 of Chapter V and in the present chapter directs us to start 
with an irreducible representation, say m, of SO(n—1) and construct a 
strict (G,S,)-cocycle which defines the representation m at the point 
(0,---, 0, 1). Such cocycles can be constructed, of course, but they depend 
on the choice of a section for the left coset space SO(n)/SO(n—1). Since 
canonical sections do not exist, our theory does not yield any simple 
geometric description of the unique irreducible system of imprimitivity 
living on S, which corresponds to m. 

This difficulty, although of no theoretical importance, can be quite 
irritating when we want to make any calculation. We shall next proceed 
to discuss a geometric method of writing down systems of imprimitivity 
which does not rely on the construction of sections. This method is of 
course not very general, but it covers most of the cases which occur in 
physics. 


Special Descriptions. Let X be a standard transitive Borel G-space, 
Ly € X. Let Gp be the stability group at 7). We assume that X possesses an 
invariant o-finite measure, say «. Let m be any representation of Gp in a 
separable Hilbert space % We assume that there exists a separable Hilbert 
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space #' and a Borel homomorphism m’' of G into the group of invertible 
operators of A’ such that 

a (a) X isa closed linear manifold of X”, 

ay (b) m'(h)u = m(h)u forallheG, and ue X. 


Let |-| and ¢.,.> denote the norm and inner product in %’. Note that the 
operators m'(g) for g € Gp need not be unitary. Let us consider now any 
point xe X. Since X is transitive, there exists a g € G such that g-%)=2. 
We now define the closed linear manifold 4,< 4%" by: 

(78) A, = m9) ). 

Equation (78) defines %, without ambiguity. We now introduce an inner 
product <.,.>, in %,, by choosing g € G such that g-7)=x and putting 
(79) (UY), = <m'(g~*)u,m'(g~*)v> — (u, 0 € #7). 

Once again, (79) is well defined. The fact that #, and <.,.>, are well 
defined and that m’ is a homomorphism of G implies that 

(80) Ky. = m'(g) Hz], 

(81) <m'(g)u,m'(g)0>g.4 = <UY>x 


for all (g,z)eGx xX. In particular, m'(g) is a unitary isomorphism of 
A Onto 0 

We now introduce the vector space V of «-equivalence classes of Borel 
maps f: 


(82) [:X>X', 
such that 
(33) fl) eX; 


for all ee X. If f,f’eW (as usual we make no distinction between 
functions satisfying (83) and the equivalence classes which they define), 
we observe that x — <f(x),f’(x)>, is a Borel function. To prove this, we 
choose a section ¢, i.e., a Borel map c of X into G, 


(84) c:2%—>c(x) 

such that c(v,.)=e and 

(85) C2) t4 — 

for all x. Then, 

(36) Cf (e).f’(@)>2 = <m'(cl)-3)f («),m'(c(x)~4) f(a) 


and, as the map g -> m’(g) is Borel from G into the Borel space of operators 
on #”, the Borelian nature of x >< f(x), f’(x)), follows from corollary 6.3. 
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For fe V; we put 


(87) IF? = | <fl@).f@)>adate) 
Let 

(88) # = {f: [f||? < oo}. 
For f, f’ € #, 

(89) off -[ f(a). f'(ae)> edd) 


is clearly finite. <.:.> is an inner product for # We define for g €¢ G and 
hex, 


Prf = xef, 
Unf (x) = m'(g)f(g-*-2), 
for all fe W It is clear that P,f and U,feV; that P, and U, are linear 


transformations of ¥, and that both U, and P,; leave # invariant; it is 
also clear that U,P,;=P,.,U, for all g € G, and Borel sets HC X. 


(90) 


Theorem 6.18. # is a separable Hilbert space, and (U,P), as defined by 
(90), 2s a system of wmprimitivity in H#. Moreover, the equivalence class of 
(U,P) ws the one induced by the representation m of Co. 


Proof. We shall use the section ¢ :  —> c(x) satisfying (85) for all xe X. 
With the help of c we map # on the Hilbert space ¥7(X,% a). We define 
for fe V,; Jf by 


(91) (Jf)(z) = m'(c(x)~*) f(z). 


Since x f(x), g-—>m’'(g), and x—>c(x)~! are Borel maps with appro- 
priate domains and ranges, it follows that Jf is a Borel map of X into # 
Moreover, (86) implies that 


(92) Cf (2),F(@)2 = <IF)%) (IF)? 


J is also linear and one-one. Therefore we conclude that J is a linear 
isomorphism of # onto ¥?(X,%a) which preserves the inner products, 
1L.€., 
Gif>=dfidf>  (fe#). 
This proves that # is a separable Hilbert space and that J is a unitary 
isomorphism of # onto #?(X,%Ha). 
We then put 
Veo as 


93 
a) = Per, 
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(V,Q) is a system of imprimitivity based on X, acting in FA Raohie). 
Using (90) and (91), an easy computation reveals that for fo « & 2 Xewse), 


(94) Ozfo = Xefo 
and 
(95) (Vofo)(x) = m’(c(x)~ *ge(g~*-x)) fo(g™ *- x). 


Now, the element c(g-x)~4gc(x) lies in Go because it sends x9 to c(g-x)~* 
-(g-x)=2o. Therefore, if we define 


(96) P(g.) = m(c(g-x)~ *ge(x)), 

then g, > (9,2) is a Borel map of G x X into the unitary group M of # 
Moreover, the fact that m’ is a homomorphism leads easily to the assertion 
that ¢ is a strict (G,X,M)-cocycle. If r=2, and g € Go, then 


(97) P(g.t) = m'(g) = m(g). 


Therefore defines the representation m at x). A comparison of (95) and 
(96) shows that 


(98) (Vofo(x) = 9(9.9~*-)folg-*-2). 


Equations (97) and (98) show that (V,Q) is the system associated with m. 
Since (U,P)~(V,Q), the proof of the theorem is complete. 


We shall discuss a number of situations where the conditions (77) 
connecting G, G, and m are satisfied for every irreducible representation m 


of Go. 


(i) G 1s compact. In this case, let m be an irreducible representation of 
Gy. If we decompose the representation of G, induced by m, into irreducible 
components, and select any irreducible, m’ say, which occurs in the 
decomposition, it follows quite readily from the Frobenius reciprocity 
theorem (cf. Weil [1]) that the restriction of m’ to Gy contains m as a 
subrepresentation. 


(ii) G ws a connected, simply connected complex semisimple Lie group, 
G. compact. Here, G is known to be unimodular so that X admits an 
invariant Borel measure. From the general theory of the semisimple 
groups (cf. Helgason [1]), we know that there exists a maximal compact 
subgroup K containing G. Let m be an irreducible (finite dimensional) 
representation of G) acting in %. By (i) above, there exists a finite dimen- 
sional Hilbert space %”’ containing % and an irreducible representation 
m' of K in #” such that m’(h)=m(h) for all h € Gy. Now, it is well known 
(cf. Weyl [2], p. 267) that there exists a homomorphism m” of G into the 
group of invertible operators of 4” itself such that m"(k) =m’(k) for ke K, 
and that m” is even unique if we require that the map g—>m"(g) is 
complex analytic on G. Thus the conditions of theorem 6.18 are satisfied 


SYSTEMS OF IMPRIMITIVITY 233 


in this case. In particular, if Gy itself is maximal compact in G, the systems 
of imprimitivity based on G/G can be described in the geometric form of 
theorem 6.18. We shall do this in Chapter IX, when G=SL(2,C) and 
G)=SU(2,C), in connection with the equations for the Dirac electron. We 
thus have: 


Theorem 6.19. Let G be a connected. simply connected complex semisimple 
Lie group, and Gy a maximal compact subgroup of G. Let « be an invariant 
Borel measure on X =G/G. Let m be an irreducible representation of Gy in a 
Hilbert space X, and let m'(g — m'(g)) be the unique complex-analytic homo- 
morphism of G into the group of invertible linear endomorphisms of # such 
that m'(h)=m(h) for all he Gy. Then there exists exactly one map x—> 
€.5.>% of X into the set of positive definite inner products on H x H such 
that <.,.>2,=<-.-) and 


(U2 = <m'(g)u,m'(9)0>¢.x 
for all (9,24) €Gx X. If # is the Hilbert space of Borel maps f of X into # 
such that 
(99) If = | <Sl@).S(@)>adale) <eo, 
and we define P and U by 
Prf = xel, 
(U,f)\(x) = m'(g)f(g-*-2), 


then (U,P) is a system of imprimitivity equivalent to the system induced 
by m. 


(100) 


Representations in Vector Bundles. The reader might have noticed that 
the essential point of the proof of theorem 6.18 is contained in the fact 
that the family of subspaces x > %, transform “‘covariantly”’ under the 
action of G. It is natural to suspect that a more general formulation of 
theorem 6.18 can be obtained in the context of such covariant families. 
This is indeed so, and the natural setup for formulating this is that of a 
vector bundle, more precisely, a Hilbert space bundle. 

Let X and B be both standard Borel G-spaces and let X be transitive. 
We assume that there is a Borel map 


(101) am: B>xX 
of B onto X with the property that for each g € G, the diagram 
B-+B 


(102) x} | 
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is commutative. If we write, for each g ¢ G, D(g) for the automorphism of 
B induced by g, and x—> g-a for the automorphism of X induced by g, 
(102) translates to 


(103) a(D(g)(b)) = g-7(6) 


for each b € B and each g € G. We shall assume also for simplicity that X 
admits an invariant o-finite measure, say «. 
We shall say that B is a G-Hilbert space bundle if, for each xe X, 


(104) B, = m7 *({x}) 


is a separable Hilbert space whose natural Borel structure is the one 
induced on B, by B and if, for each ge G and ze X, 


(105) b> D(g)b (bE B,) 


is a unitary isomorphism of B, onto B,.,. If we write |-|, and ¢.,.>, for 
the norm and inner product on B,, (105) means 


(106) <6,6">. = <D(g)b, D(g)b>o.2 (6, 6’ € Bz). 


In particular, if G, is the stability subgroup at x, D(g) leaves B, invariant 
for g € G,, and g — D(q) defines a representation of G, in B,. 

We shall now consider sections of the bundle. A section of B is a Borel 
map f, 


(107) f:x—fi(z) 


of X into B such that f(x) ¢ B, for all 2 ¢ X. To handle the measurability 
problems involving these sections, we transform them into Borel maps of X 
into a single Hilbert space. Choose a point 2) € X and a Borel map c from 
X into G such that c(x))=e and 


Cn) aaa, 


for all xe X. Since the map g,b-—> D(g)b of Gx B into ” “ Borel, it 
follows quite simply that for any section f of - x—> D(c(x))~*f (x) is a 
Borel map of X ~ Beg el if x > fo(x) isa Borel m _- of ae 
Betittn a > DE x) fole ) is a section of the bundle B. We denote by ¥ 
ies vector space 4 a-equivalence classes of sections. 

For any x € X, and any section f, 


(2), F(@)>2 = <Dle(x))~*f (x), D(e(x))~ fF (z)>z9: 


This shows that x — | f(z)|? is a Borel function on X. We shall say that f 
is a square integrable section if 


(108) If? = [ ptepl2da(e) < oo. 
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If # denotes the subset of V consisting of square integrable sections, then 
# is a pre-Hilbert space under the inner product 


(109) <fif> = { Cf (w),f'(2e)> ado). 


The isomorphism, which associates with each section f, the map 2 —> 
D(c(x))~*f(x), induces a unitary isomorphism W of # onto aro (Meas). 
H is thus a separable Hilbert space. 

For any Borel set H< X we write 


(110) Prf=xef (fe#). 
For each g € G, we define the operator U, by 
(111) (U,f)(x) = DQg)f(g-*-x) (fe #). 


Computations similar to those of theorem 6.18 then give rise to the 
following theorem. 


Theorem 6.20. (U,P) is a system of imprimitivity. If D® is the representa- 
tion of the stability subgroup G,, (of G at xo) in the Hilbert space B,,, then 
(U,P) is equivalent to the system induced by D°. 


As an interesting example of representations in such bundles we 
mention the following. Let X be a C® Riemannian manifold, and let each 
g €G be an tsometry of X. We assume that G is a Lie group acting transi- 
tively on X in such a fashion that g, x > g-xisaC®”-map of Gx X into X. 
Let B be the tangent bundlet of X. For each g, let D(g) be the differential 
of the isometry x — g-x. Then all the conditions of the preceding theorem 
are satisfied. The system of imprimitivity thus acts on the Hilbert space 
of square integrable vector fields and is equivalent to the system induced 
by the representation of the stability group G) at x) « X defined in the 
tangent spacet to X at 2p. 

In Chapter LX, we shall see how the representations associated with 
the photon can be formulated, in the spirit of theorem 6.20, as acting in 
the Hilbert space of sections of a certain vector bundle on the light cone, 
leading thereby in a very simple way to the equations of Maxwell. 


Ergodic Intransitive Systems. The last example is simply that of a 
standard Borel G-space which has ergodic nontransitive (invariant) 
measure classes. We take real numbers A,, A2,--- which are rationally 
independent and take X to be a torus having its dimension equal to the 
number of A’s (finite or infinite). Let G=R, and for teR! and 


(112) @ = (C1, 09,--+) (|| = 1 for all 7) 


+ Complexified. 
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in X, let 
(113) tex = (ef1¢,, eMaly,---). 


Then, it is classical (Kronecker) that each orbit is dense and that the 
Haar measure on X is invariant and ergodic but not transitive. 


8. SEMIDIRECT PRODUCTS 


We shall now use the theory of systems of imprimitivity to obtain the 
description of all irreducible representations of an interesting class of 
lcse groups which are neither compact nor abelian. This class of groups 
includes the inhomogeneous Lorentz group and the group of Euclidean 
motions as members. For the special case of the Lorentz group, the 
analysis which we shall give now was carried out by Wigner in his 1939 
paper. The general study is due to Mackey and comes out as a simple 
consequence of the work in Section 6. 

We begin by introducing the concept of semidirect products. Let A and 
H be two groups and for each h € H let 


(114) t, :a— h{a] 


be an automorphism of the group A. We shall assume that h—t, is a 
homomorphism of H into the group of automorphisms of A so that 


h(a] = a for all ac A if h = ey, the identity of H, 


(115) thine = brayth, (hy, ho i= iy: 
Equation (115) converts A into an H-space. We shall now make 
G=HxA 


into a group by defining the multiplication in G by 
(116) (h,a)(h’,a’) = (hh’',at,[a’}). 


It is easy to verify that this definition converts G into a group with 
€=(€y,€,4) as its identity (e, being the identity of A). Further, 


(117) (h,a)7? = (h-1,h- fa). 
G is called the semidirect product of H and A relative to t and we put 
(118) G = Hx,A. 


When no confusion can arise as to what ¢ is, we omit it, and write 
G=Hx’' A. But it must be remembered that (i) A and H play very unlike 
roles in the formation of G, in contrast to the construction of direct 
products, and (ii) G can be formed only after specifying ¢, i.e., specifying 
how H “acts” on A. 
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Suppose now that A and H are lesc groups and that the map 
(119) h, a> h{a] 


is continuous from H x A into A. Then, if we equip G with the product 
topology, it follows quite easily from (116) and (117) that G becomes 
a topological group. Clearly, G is a icsc group also. We shall denote this 
topological group also by H x,A. We shall fix A, H, and ¢ throughout 
this section. 

A quick calculation shows that 


(120) (h,a)(h’,a’)(h,a)~1 = (hh’h-* ah[a'jhh'h- Y[a-+)). 
It follows from (120) that 
(121) A~ = {(ey,0')} 


is a closed normal subgroup of G and that 
(122) (h,a)(€y,0’)(h,a)~* = (€y,ah[a'ja~*). 


In particular, the inner automorphism of G induced by (h,e,) coincides on 
A with the automorphism (e;,,a’) > (e,,h[a’]). We put 


(123) H~ = {(h,e,)}; 


then H~ is a closed subgroup of G. Identifying A with A~ and H with H~ 
we find 


G = AH, 
(124) {eo} = ANH, 
h{a] = hah-?. 


The inhomogeneous linear groups are typical examples of semidirect 
products. In these examples, A is a real (or complex) finite dimensional 
vector space and a —> h{a] is an invertible linear endomorphism of A. H 
is thus identified with a subgroup of the group of all invertible (linear) 
endomorphisms of A, which is usually closed. The Euclidean group and 
the inhomogeneous Lorentz group fit into this general framework. For 
the Euclidean group, A=R* and H is the group SO(n). For the 
inhomogeneous Lorentz group, A=R‘* and H is the group of all in- 
vertible linear transformations of R* which preserve the quadratic form 
Loz — X12 — Ay? — ay? (Xo, X1, Lo, Zz are coordinates on A). It undoubtedly 
would be of great interest therefore to develop a theory of the representa- 
tions of semidirect products. In complete generality this has not been 
done. However, under certain restrictive hypotheses, we shall construct 
a theory of representations of semidirect products which goes far enough 
to yield all physically important results. From now on, through the rest of 
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the section, we shall assume that A is a closed, abelian, normal subgroup of G, 
H a closed subgroup of G such that the conditions (124) are satisfied. 

The first step of our theory is to obtain the representations of A. The 
irreducible representations are the characters of A, i.e., continuous homo- 
morphisms of A into the group of complex numbers of modulus 1. Let 
A be the set of all characters-of A. Under pointwise multiplication, 4 
becomes a group also. We shall equip 4 with the topology of uniform 
convergence on compacta. Then it can be shown that A becomes a 
topological group and is in fact a locally compact Abelian group satisfying 
the second axiom of countability (cf. Pontrjagin [1]). Let us then take a 
o-finite measure « on 4 and consider the Hilbert space # = #2(A,«). For 
eacha ce A and fe # let (U,f)() =x(a)f (x)(x € A), where x(a) is the value 
of the character x at a. Then a—> U, is a representation of A. These 
representations do not exhaust the representations of A. To obtain more 
general representations we replace « by a projection valued measure P 
based on A. Let # be a (separable) Hilbert space and P a projection 
valued measure based on A acting in # For each ae A let U, be the 
operator in # defined by 


Uns» = [_ xladdr, ple), 
where 
vy p(B) = <Prf,f >. 


We shall symbolically write 
(125) U0, = i ax(a)d P(x). 
A 


It is easy to show that U, is unitary and that a— U, is a representation 
of A in # Conversely, it is a known theorem that if U is any representa- 
tion of A in #, there exists a unique projection valued measure P based 
on A such that 


(126) Ce [ x(a)d P(x) 


for allae A. P is called the projection valued measure corresponding to U. 
The formula (126) shows how U can be constructed from P. Thus, for 
instance, it is quite clear that if 7' is an operator commuting with all P,, 
then 7 commutes with all U,. Conversely, let 7 commute with all U,. 
Then T commutes with all the spectral projections of all the U,. Now, if 
Na is the continuous map x — x(a) of A into the group M of complex 
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numbers of modulus 1, it follows from (126) that Q°(F > P,-1(7)) is a 
projection valued measure based on M and 


a i 2dQ*(z). 


This shows that the P,-1,,) are the spectral projections of U, and hence 
that 7 commutes with all of them. Since the sets of the form 7,~ 1(F) 
generate the Borel structure of A, it follows that 7’ commutes with P. 
The reader who wants to study the (Fourier) analysis of representations of 
A may consult Loomis [2, Chapter VII]. 

Let us now consider the lese group G and a representation U of G ina 
separable Hilbert space # Our method of analysis of U is essentially the 
Fourier analysis of the restriction of U to A. We begin this analysis by 
first constructing the ‘‘adjoint”’ action of H on A. 


Lemma 6.21, Let he H. Then, for each x € A there exists one and only 
one y € A such that 


(127) y(a) = «(h~*[a)) 


for all ac A. If we write y=h{x], then h,x—h{x] is continuous from 
Hx A into A and A becomes a H-space. 


Proof. That y is unique and well defined is obvious. The remaining 
assertions are easy to prove. We omit the proofs. 


Not every representation of A in # can be enlarged to a representation 
of Gin #. Our next question is: when can this be done? 


Lemma 6.22. Let U and V be representations of A and H, respectively, 
in a separable Hilbert space # and let P be the projection valued measure on 
A corresponding to U. Then, a necessary and sufficient condition that there 
should exist a representation W of G in # whose restrictions to A and H 
are U and JV, respectively, is that (V,P) is a system of imprimitivity for H, 
based on A. In this case, W is unique. 


Proof. Let W be a representation of G in # and let U,=W, (a€ A), 
V,=W,, (he #). U and V are representations of A and H, respectively. 
Now 

hah~+ = h{a] 
so that 
(128) VU Vn * = Untay 


for all (h,a)¢ Hx A. Let P be the projection valued measure on A 
corresponding to U. Now, a routine calculation based on transport of 
structure shows that the projection valued measure of the representation 
a—>V,U,V,~: of A is H-> V,P,V,,~*, and that corresponding to the 
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representation a —> Uy, is E > Pprg. In view of the uniqueness of the 
projection valued measures which correspond to representations of A we 
infer from (128) that 


(129) ViPeV,7* = Prue 
(V,P) is thus a system of imprimitivity for H based on A. 


Conversely, let us start with U, V, and P such that P and V satisfy 
(129). Then U and V satisfy (128). Define W on G by 


(130) Wan = U,V), 


The relations (128) are now enough to secure the fact that W is a homo- 
morphism. Since a > U, and h-> V, are Borel, x > W, is Borel. W is 
thus a representation of G and its restrictions to H and A are V and U, 
respectively. Since G= AH, W is unique. The lemma is proved. 


The lemma just proved enables us to establish a one-one correspondence 
between representations of G and systems of imprimitivity of H based 
on A. 


Lemma 6.23. A representation W of G is irreducible if and only if the 
corresponding system of imprimitivity for H based on A is irreducible. 
Two representations of G are equivalent if and only if the corresponding 
systems of imprimitivity are equivalent. 


Proof. Let W be a representation of G in # and let (V,P) be the 
corresponding system of imprimitivity, also acting in # We use the 
notation of lemma 6.22. If 7’ is an operator in #, then 7’ commutes with 
all the U, (a€ A) if and only if 7 commutes with all P,. From this it 
follows that T lies in the commuting ring of W if and only if T lies in the 
commuting ring of (V,P). This proves the first assertion. For the second, 
let W' be a representation of Gin #', and (V', P') the corresponding system 
of imprimitivity (1=1, 2). If 7 is a unitary isomorphism of #1 onto #?, 
it follows from the uniqueness of the correspondence U‘= P' that 
U?2=TU TT? forall aeAnt and only P4= TP are toralieore! 
sets H¢ A. From this the second assertion of the lemma follows quickly. 

The preceding lemmas and the theory of Sections 5 and 6 reduce the 
problem of describing the irreducible representations of G to the problem 
of describing the irreducible representations of the various stability sub- 
groups of H with respect to its action on A. In view of the applications to 
the study of relativistic equations we proceed to spell out the details of 
the relevant constructions. 

We choose a point 2, ¢ A and a o-finite measure « which is quasi 
invariant on the H-space A and which lives on the orbit H[xzo|=X. Let 
H,,,=H, be the stability group at 2p, ice., 


(131) Hy = {h:heH, h{xo] = x}, 
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and let m be an irreducible representation of H, in a separable Hilbert 
space 4. Let us define #=£7(A,%a) and let (V,P) be a system of 
imprimitivity for H based on A, living on the orbit X, and induced by the 
representation m. We put, for aheG (ac A,he H) andfer, 


(132) (Wanf)(x) = 2(a)(Vif\(x) (we A). 


Since P,f=yzf for all Borel sets ECA, it follows easily that, for the 
representation a —> U, of A corresponding to P, 


(133) (Uf)(x) = x(a)f(x) (we A), 


so that W,,=U,V,,. Thus W is a representation of G. From our work in 
Sections 5 and 6 we know that the equivalence class of the system (V,P) 
depends only on the measure class of « and the equivalence class of m. 
From lemmas 6.22 and 6.23 it follows that W is irreducible. We shall say 
that W is associated with x, and m. The following theorem is now an 
immediate consequence of our work in Sections 5 and 6 of the present 
chapter. 


Theorem 6.24 (Mackey [2] [3]). Let us choose, for each H-orbit w in A, 
one point x, on w, and an irreducible representation m, of the stability sub- 
group of H_., at the point x... Then the representation W™” of G associated with 
x, and m is irreducible. W™° and W™> are equivalent if and only if the 
orbits w and w' coincide, and the representations m and m' are equivalent. 
If the H-orbit structure of A is smooth, then each irreducible representation 
of G is equivalent to some W™?. 


NOTES ON CHAPTER VI 


The theory of induced representations is originally due to Frobenius who 
studied it for finite groups. Its generalization to the category of locally 
compact second countable groups is due to Mackey. Nowadays Mackey’s 
theory is referred to as the Mackey Machine; it is also known as the little 
group method among physicists. Significant contributions were also made by 
I.M.Gel’fand and M.A.Naimark in their work on representations of 
complex classical groups (cf. Trudy Mat. Inst. Steklova, 36 (1950), 
pp. 1-288), and by F. Bruhat (Bull. Soc. Math. France, 84 (1956), pp. 97— 
205) who developed the theory of induced representations for Lie groups 
with the techniques of the theory of Schwartz distributions. Especially 
noteworthy are the various expositions of Mackey in: The Theory of unitary 
group representations in Physics, Probability, and Number Theory, Benjamin/ 
Cummings, Reading, Mass., 1978; Harmonic analysis as the exploitation of 
symmetry—a historical survey, Bull. Amer. Math. Soc.,3 (1980), pp. 543-698. 

Unitary representation theory is so vast and currently so active that it is 
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not possible to begin to sketch its outlines. For some notable surveys see: 
I. M. Gel’fand, Proceedings of the International Congress of Mathematicians 
Stockholm, 1962, pp. 74-85; the articles in Harmonic Analysis on homo- 
geneous spaces, Proceedings of Symposia in Pure Mathematics, Vol. X XVI, 
Amer. Math. Soc. Providence, R.I., (ed.) C.C.Moore, 1973; and V.S. 
Varadarajan, Harmonic analysis on real semisimple Lie groups, Proceedings 
of the International Congress of Mathematicians, Vancouver, 1974, 
pp. 121-127. The theory for semisimple groups is mainly the creation of 
Harish-Chandra; for this, see Harish-Chandra, Collected Papers, 4 Vols., 
Springer-Verlag, New York, 1984; see also Harmonic analysis and repre- 
sentations of semisimple Lie groups, Reidel, Dordrecht, 1980, edited by 
J.A. Wolf, M. Cahen, and M.de Wilde. Recently, interest has intensified in 
representation theory of infinite dimensional groups; for a view through the 
theory of infinite dimensional Lie algebras see the book of Kae and the 
references therein: V.G. Kac, Infinite dimensional Ine algebras, Birkhauser, 
Boston, 1983. 


CHAPTER VII 
MULTIPLIERS 


1. THE PROJECTIVE GROUP 


Earlier in Chapter III we showed that in any mathematical description 
of a quantum mechanical system the requirement of covariance introduces 
a representation of the symmetry group G of the system into the group 
Aut(./), where ¥ is the set of all states of the system in question. If we 
assume that the logic of the system is standard, this representation can be 
replaced by a representation of G into the group of all symmetries of the 
Hilbert space underlying the logic. If G® is the subgroup of G@ consisting of 
all elements in the same connected component as the identity of G, then it 
can be shown that when G is a Lie group the symmetry corresponding to 
each element of G° is a unitary rather than an antiunitary operatory. 
However, these unitary operators are not uniquely determined. Each of 
them can obviously be multiplied by a complex number of modulus 1 
(called a phase factor) without changing the induced automorphism of the 
logic. It is therefore not immediately obvious that we have a unitary 
representation of @®, i.e., that the phase factors involved are all removable. 

In this chapter we shall examine this question. We remark that it was 
first studied by Wigner [1]. He proved, among other things that, if G is the 
inhomogeneous Lorentz group, any representation of G in Aut(.7) can be 
induced by a unitary representation, at least of the universal covering 
group of G. This result was the starting point for his classification of 
relativistic wave equations. Wigner’s discussion of this problem, however, 
was restricted to the Lorentz and rotation groups. It was Bargmann [1] 
who first examined these problems systematically. He obtained many 
general theorems which included Wigner’s results as special cases. 

In his work on group representations, Mackey was led to some of these 


{If xeG is of the form y? for ye G@, then the symmetry associated with « is 
necessarily unitary. Now, if G is a Lie group and G° the connected component of the 
identity, then for any x of the form exp X (X in the Lie algebra of G), c=y?, where 
y=exp }X. Since the range of the map X — exp X contains a neighborhood of the 
identity, it follows that every element in a certain neighborhood N of the identity 
of G is mapped into a unitary operator in a given representation. Thus the elements 
of the group generated by the elements of N are also mapped into unitary operators. 
But G@° coincides with this group. 
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problems from a purcly mathematical point of view. In his paper [6] he 
formulated the basic concepts of a theory of such phase factors for 
arbitrary lese groups and showed how the subject can be fitted into the 
general framework of the theory of group extensions. This is the point 
of view taken in this chapter. With every phase factor, or multiplier as 
we call them, we shall, following Mackey, associate a group extension of 
the unit circle by the given group and reduce the solution of problems 
involving that multiplier to problems involving this group extension. 
The subject then becomes essentially a part of a cohomology theory of 
certain types of extensions. 

Our purpose is not to develop a general theory of group extensions. 
Such a general discussion may be found, in various contexts and at widely 
differing levels, in the works of Hochschild [1], [2], Calabi [1], Moore [1], 
Mackey [7], [8], Kleppner [1], and a number of other authors. Our aim is 
the much more modest one of developing in some detail the basic concepts 
of group extensions, so as to be able to obtain the solutions to the problems 
arising in connection with the physical space-time symmetry groups. 

We might mention that Hermann Wey] (cf. [1]), has also emphasized 
the fact that it is the automorphism of the logic and not the underlying 
symmetry that is of significance in physics. Some of the facts about 
projective representations may be found in his book. 

Let # be a complex separable Hilbert space. We denote by W the 
unitary group of # If we equip WY with the strong topology, we have seen 
in Chapter V that Y becomes a metrizable second countable topological 
group and that its Borel structure is standard. We denote by & the set of 
all elements of Y which are multiples of the identity operator. & is a 
closed, normal, subgroup of WY and is central, i.e., each element of & 
commutes with all the elements of Y. The group 


(1) P=UlZ 


is called the projective group of #. We write a for the canonical homo- 
morphism 


(2) a7:U—>7r(U) (UE®) 


of Y onto FY. Theorem 4.27 now tells us that the subgroup of the group of 
automorphisms of the logic of #, consisting of automorphisms which can 
be induced by unitary operators, is isomorphic to F. 

We shall equip Y with the quotient topology. Thus, a set ACF is 
defined to be open if and only if 7~1(A) is an open subset of %. It is easy 
to show that F becomes a metrizable topological group satisfying the 
second axiom of countability and that 7 is an open continuous map of Y 
onto Z If we write 


(3) T={:2e0, lq al}: 
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then the kernel of 7 is precisely the set of operators of the form z1 (z € 7), 
and is hence a compact group. In all statements involving the topology 
and Borel structure on Y we shall refer only to the above-described 
topology of Y and its natural Borel structure. 


Lemma 7.1. The following statements concerning a sequence {U ,}n-0,1.2,. 
of elements in UY are equivalent: 


(i) [COLL >| > |Uoff>| forall ff’ eH 
(ii) there exists w sequence {z,} of complex numbers of modulus 1 such 
that z,U, > Uy in &, 
(iii) a(U,) > 7(U,) in F 


Proof. (ii) = (iii) obviously. On the other hand, for fixed f, f’«H 
U — |<Uf.f’>| is a continuous function on WY which is constant on each 
£#-coset. Hence, by virtue of the fact that P has the quotient topology, 
it defines a continuous function on Y The implication (iii) + (i) follows 
from the assertion that this function is continuous on Y We shall complete 
the proof of the lemma by showing that (i) = (ii). 

We begin the proof with a simple remark. Suppose U is an operator of 
H such that |(Uf,f’>|=|<f,f>| for all f, f’e # Then U=tl for some 
te T. In fact, for any f, Uf € {f}++, so that Uf is a multiple of f. Since this 
is true for each f, U must be a multiple of the identity, U=#1. It is 
obvious that |t]/=1, and thus te 7. 

This said, we proceed to show that (i) > (ii). Replacing U, by U,U,)7? 
we may assume that U,=1. Since ||U,|| <1, there exists an operator U 
with ||U|| <1 and a subsequence {U,,} such that (U,,f,f’> > <Uf,f’> for 
all f, f’€ # (Dunford-Schwartz [1]). From our remark in the previous 
paragraph, we conclude that U=#] for some te T. Since each U,, is 
unitary, U,, f—> tf for each f so that U,,, > #1. Since we can apply this 
argument to any subsequence of {U,}, it follows that {U,, U,,-- +} is a set 
with compact closure and that its only limit points are of the form 
t1 (te T). Choose a unit vector f and write (for sufficiently large n) 
en=<Unf. f>3|(U,f,f>|. We claim that 1 is the only limit point of the 
sequence {z,U,}. If z,,U,,— V, then V=tl for some te T, and as 
<2n,Un,df> is real and >0 for all sufficiently large k, t=1. Since 
{z,U,, 2.U2,---} has compact closure, we see that z,U, — 1. 


For f, f’« # and VeY, we write d, ,(a(V))=|<Vf,f>|. 


Corollary 7.2. The topology for P is the smallest one with respect to which 
the maps d, , are all continuous. If Z is a Borel space and z—> U(z) ts a 
map of Z into U, then z > n(U(z)) is a Borel map of Z into F tf and only if 
z—> |(U(z)f,f>| ts Borel for all f, f'e #. 


Proof. Let 7 be the smallest topology in question. We have already 
seen that |<(Vf,f’>|=|<(Wf,f’>| for all f, f’ ¢ # if and only if 7(V)=a(W). 
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TZ is hence Hausdorff. Let D be a countable dense subset of # Then an 
easy argument shows that 7 is also the smallest topology with respect to 
which the maps d,,,. (f, f’ € D) are continuous. Hence 7 is metrizable 
and lemma 7.1 now implies the first statement. The second statement is 
now clear. 


Lemma 7.3. Let fe H be nonzero and let 
(4) Q,={U:UEU, <Uf,f> is real and > 0}. 


Then Q, is a Borel set in U containing 1 which meets each Z-coset at most 
once. Moreover, 7[Q,] is open in P and w is a homeomorphism of Q,; onto 
7[Q,]. 

Proof. That Q, is a Borel set containing 1 is obvious. If <Uf,f> >0 and 
te T, <tUf,f> >0 if and only if t=1. Thus Q, meets each Z-coset at most 
once. On the other hand, if (Uf,f>=t40, then for V=|t|t-!U, one has 
<Vf,f>=|t| >0. This proves that 


(5) am *(m[Q;)]) ={U:UEU, <Uff> # 9}. 


Equation (5) shows at once that 7[Q,] is open in Z It remains to prove that 
7 is a homeomorphism on Q,. Let {U»}n=0,1,... be a sequence in Q, such that 
a(U,)>2(U,) in Y. By lemma 7.1 there exists a sequence {t,} in 7’ such 


that t,U, > U, in &. Since |<U,f,f>|=<Unf, f> > |KO of. f>| = COof.f>. 
it follows that {t,} itself converges to 1. This shows that U, — Uo. As wis 
continuous, this proves that 7 is a homeomorphism and completes the 
proof of the lemma. 


Theorem 7.4. Y is a standard Borel group. There exists a Borel map c 
from F into &%, 


(6) c:x—>c(zx) 
such that 
(i) w(ce(x)) =a forall cEeP 
(7) (ii) e(w(1)) = 1, 
(ili) there is an open set containing m(1) on which c is continuous. 


The range of c 1s a Borel subset of Y which meets each &-coset exactly once. 
Finally, of f is a map of P into some Borel space X, f is Borel if and only if 
the map U —> f((U)) of & into X is Borel. In particular, ACF is Borel if 
and only if w~+(A) is a Borel set in %. 


Proof. We begin our proof with the construction of c. Let {f,,-- +, fy,:+-} 
be a countable dense set of nonzero vectors and let (cf. (4)) 


(8) Qn = Q,,. 
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We now define sets £,, E,,---<@ as follows: 


(9) E, = Q1; 

and for n>1, 

(10) B, = Q.0'F) (0 : Uff = 9) 
Let : 

(11) E= U E,. 


E is a Borel subset of ¥%. We claim that E meets each &-coset exactly 
once. In fact, let V ¢ @ and let m be the smallest of integers i such that 
<Vf,f> #9; it is then obvious that V% AX E=VZ AC E,, consists of one 
element. H is thus a Borel set meeting each &-coset exactly once. 

The canonical map 7z is thus one-one on E and maps E onto ¥ Since F 
is a separable Borel space and E£ is standard, the image of any Borel 
subset /C# under zw is a Borel set in Z Hence z is a Borel isomorphism 
on £. In particular, Y is a standard Borel space and the map c, which 
inverts the restriction of 7 to EZ, is a Borel map of Y into Y such that 
m(c(x)) = for all x €e A We now observe that H, =Q, and 1 € H,. Hence we 
use lemma 7.3 to conclude that 7[Z,] is open in Y and that ¢ is continuous 
on 7[F,]. 


2. MULTIPLIERS AND PROJECTIVE REPRESENTATIONS 


After these preliminaries involving the projective group, we are in a 
position to introduce the basic concepts centering around the so-called 
projective (or ray) representations of a group. We begin with the concept 
of a multiplier. 

Let G, K be lese groups with K abelian. By a K-multiplier for G we mean 
a Borel map m 


(12) mM :x,y—> m(x,y) 
of Gx G into K such that 


13 (i) m(a,yz)m(y,z) = m(xy,z)m(x,y) forall a, y,z€G, 
oe (ii) m(x,e) = mex) =1 forall reG. 

Note that we are writing K multiplicatively and that we write 1 for the 
identity of K. If K=T7, the multiplicative group of complex numbers of 
modulus 1, we omit the prefix K and speak simply of multipliers. If K is 
additively written, the equations (13) become 


(i) m(xy,z)+m(x,y) = m(x,yz)+m(y,z) forall x,y, z€G, 


(14) (ii) m(a,e) = m(e,z) = 0 forall xeG. 
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It follows from (13), on putting y=2~1, z=a, that 

(15) m(x,0-1) = m(a~1,2) 

for allaeG. 


The set of all K-multipliers for G is obviously a commutative group 
under pointwise multiplication. We denote this group by M,'(G). Two 
K-multipliers m,, mg for G are said to be similar, m,~ mz in symbols, if 
there exists a Borel function a on G with values in K, 


a:x—>a(x) 
such that 
a(xy) 
a(x)aty) 
for all x, y € G. Note that a(e) is necessarily equal to 1. If a K-multiplier m 


is similar to the multiplier 1 : x, y > 1, we shall say that mis exact. Thus m 
is exact if and only if for some Borel map a of G into K, 


(16) mA{x,y) = my(x,Y) 


f men = si 


for all x, ye G. From (17) it is easily calculated that the exact K-multi- 
pliers for G form a subgroup E£,(G) of M,’(G). We form the quotient 


group 
(18) M(G) = Mx'(G)/Ex(G) 
and call it the K-multiplier group of G. When K=T we write M(G) for 
M,(G) and call it the multiplier group of G. 
Suppose that m is a multiplier for G. A mapping 
U:g—U, 

of G into the unitary group Y of a separable Hilbert space # is said to be 
an m-representation if 

(i) g—U, is Borel, ie., g—><U,f,f’> is Borel for all 

Lf e#, 
(ii) Ue 
(ili) U,, = m(xy)U,U, forall x, yeG. 


(19) 


A Borel mapping g — U, of G into Y is said to be a projective representation 
if there exists a multiplier m for G such that U is an m-representation; 
then m is obviously uniquely determined by U. We shall say that m is the 
multiplier of U. If U is a projective representation of G in % the map 


(20) moU :g-—>a(U,), 
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of G into the projective group ¥ is Borel and (iii) of (19) shows that 
ao WU is a homomorphism. Conversely, we shall prove that every Borel 


homomorphism of G into ‘F arises from a projective representation in 
this fashion. 


Theorem 7.5. Let m be any multiplier for G and let U be any m-repre- 
sentation of G acting in H. Then 7 o U is a continuous homomorphism of G 
into # If V is any projective representation of G in H such that ro U= 
ao V, then the multiplier of V is similar to m; and conversely, if m' is a 
multiplier similar to m, there is an m'-representation V with mo V=mo U. 
Suppose 


Uig—->Uu, 


is a Borel homomorphism of G into FZ Then there exists a projective representa- 
tion U of Gin # such that 


(21) u=n0U; 


moreover U can be chosen to be continuous in some open subset of G containing 
1. Finally, if mis any multiplier for G, there exist m-representations of G. 


Proof. Let U be a projective representation of Gin # Then x — x(U,) 
is a Borel map of G@ into F Since U,, is a constant multiple of U,U,, 
m(U,,)=7(U,)7(U,). Thus zo U is a homomorphism of G into & By 
lemma 5.28, 7° U is continuous. Suppose U’ is another projective repre- 
sentation of G in # and let m and m’ be the multipliers of U and U’, 
respectively. Then zo U=7o U’ if and only if for each x € G there is an 
a(x)é T such that U,'’=a(x)U,. The equation U,~'U,’=a(x)1 shows 
that the function a(a — a(x)) is Borel. If such an a exists, then a direct 
calculation shows that 


a(xy) 
a(x)a(y) 


(22) m' (x,y) = m(x,y) 


for all x, yeG. Thus m~m’. Conversely, suppose m~m’. Then (22) is 
satisfied for a suitable Borel function a on G with values in 7’ and, by 
setting U,’=a(x)U,, we obtain an m’-representation U’ with mo U’= 
ao U. 

Next, let 


U:G—>U, 


be a Borel homomorphism of G into Y; u is continuous by lemma 5.28. 
We select a Borel map c of FY into Y satisfying the conditions (i) to (ili) of 
(7). Let 


(23) U, = c(u,). 


250 GEOMETRY OF QUANTUM THEORY 


Since c is Borel and U=co u, U(g > U,) is a Borel map of G into W. Let 
Ac be an open set containing 7(1) on which ¢ is continuous. Then U 
is continuous on the open subset u~1(A) of G containing 1. If x, ye G, 
then it is obvious that there exists an m(zx,y) € T such that 

(24) Un = Way) Use 


Since 


ry 


UU U, =a 
it follows that x, y > m(x,y) is a Borel map from Gx@ into JT. The 
equation u,uU,,=U,,¥,, expressed in terms of the U,’s, gives (i) of (13), 
while the relations u,,=U,; =U, lead to (ii) of (13). m is, in other words, a 
multiplier for G, and U is an m-representation, continuous around e. 
Finally, let m be an arbitrary multiplier for G. We write # = £7(G,n,), 
where pz, is a right Haar measure on G. For any x € G and f ¢ # we define 


(25) (Uf )(g) = m(g,x)~"f gz). 
It is readily verified that U,=1, U,,=m/(z,y)U,U,. The equation 
||U.f |? = ||f |? shows that each U, is unitary. If f, f’ « #, 


cue [ mg.) ¥f (ge)f"(g)*dy,(9), 


and as the integrand is a Borel function on G x X, x > (U,f,f'> is a Borel 
function on G. U is thus an m-representation. The proof of the theorem is 
complete. 


Corollary 7.6. Let m be any multiplier for G. Then m is similar to a 
multiplier which is continuous on some open subset of GxG containing 
(e,e). 

Proof. Let U be an m-representation of G, acting in a Hilbert space # 
From theorem 7.5 we know that there exists a multiplier m’ similar to m 
and an m’-representation U’ acting in # such that (i) wo U’=70 U, 
(ii) for a suitable open subset N of @ containing e, x > U,,’ is continuous 
from N into @. Let N, be an open set containing e such that N,N,CN. 
As 

Usy = m'(wy)U,'U,’, 


and as U’ is continuous on N, it is clear that m’ is continuous on N, x N,. 


Corollary 7.7. Let m be a multiplier for G and U any m-representation 
of Gin H. Then m is exact if and only if there exists a representation U’ of 
G in # such that 70 U'=n0U. If U" is another representation of G in 


KH such that ro U"=70 U, there exists a continuous homomorphism x 
of G into T such that 


(26) ue ma ue 
for allgeG. 
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Proof. The first assertion is an immediate consequence of theorem 7.5. 
For the second, we note that Uj~*U,”= x,:1 for each geG, where 
x, € I’. Then g — x, is Borel and multiplicative. Therefore y is a continuous 
homomorphism of G into 7. 


3. MULTIPLIERS AND GROUP EXTENSIONS 


The obvious problem now facing us is of course that of finding, for given 
lese groups G and K (K abelian), the K-multiplier group M,(G@). If, for 
example, K=T and M(Q@) is trivial (as it may well be), then we know 
that every multiplier for G is exact. In this case there is no practical 
difference between projective and ordinary representations. Our aim is to 
examine this problem at least for special classes of G and K. We introduce 
in this section a very useful technique to study the multipliers for a given 
group, namely the method of group extensions (cf. Mackey [6]). 

Suppose G and K are two lese groups. We shall, as always, assume that 
K is abelian. By an extension of K by G we mean a triple (H,1,7), where H 
is a lesc group, 7 is an isomorphism of K onto a closed normal subgroup of 
H, and j is a homomorphism of H onto G with kernel 2[.K]. We require that 
t be a homeomorphism and that 7 be continuous. (H,1,7) is said to be a 
central extension if i[A] is contained in the center of H. In the language of 
cohomology theory, (H,i,j) is an extension of K by G if and only if the 
sequence 


(27) 0—-> K-47 > 6-0 


is exact. If (H,2,j) and (H’,i’,7’) are two extensions, then we say that they 
are equivalent, if there is an isomorphism g of H onto H’, such that, the 
diagram 


nr ae 
ad ae 

(28) K q G 
ler 


commutes, i.e., for all ke K, 


(29) g(i(k)) = 2(k), 
and for all he H, 
(30) J (Uh)) = J(A). 


Once again we require that q be a homeomorphism, i.e., g is an isomorph- 
ism of the lese group H onto the lesc group H’. We recall that for two lese 
groups A and B, any continuous homomorphism of A into B, which is 
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one-one and maps A onto B, is necessarily a homeomorphism (ef. 
Pontrjagin [1}). 

We shall now associate with any central extension (H,i,j) of K by G, a 
K-multiplier for G. Since H is lesc and i[K] is a closed subgroup, there is a 
Borel section ¢ based on G, i.e., a Borel map ¢ of G into H, 


(31) c:G—>H 

such that c(e)=7(1), the identity of H, and for all xe G, 
jlelx)) = « 

(cf. theorem 5.11). Therefore, the map 

(32) x, k + c(x)i(k) 


is a one-one Borel map of the standard Borel space G x K onto the standard 
Borel space H. Consequently, it is a Borel isomorphism. We denote by d, 
the inverse of this map, which is a Borel isomorphism of H onto Gx K: 
(33) d : c(x)i(k) > a, k. 
If x, y € G, c(xy) and c(x)c(y) belong to the same i[ K]-coset of H, so that 
(34) m(x,y) = t~*[e(ay)~*e(x)e(y)] 
is an element of K. Clearly m is a Borel map of Gx G into K and m(z,e) = 
m(e,x)=1 for all x e G. If we now remember that 2[m(zx,y)] commutes with 
all elements of H, we find, for 2, y, z € G, 

ilm(x,yz)m(y,z)] = e(ayz)~ *e(x)e(y)c(z) 

c(ayz)~ *e(ary){i{m(x,y)]}e(z) 

c(ayz)” *e(xy)e(z)i[m(x,y)] 
afm (ay.z)m(2,y) J. 


HI 


I 


Thus m is a K-multiplier for G. We note at the same time that 
(35) c(xi(ke(y)i(k’) = e(xy)ilm(a.y)kk’ | 


for all x, ye Gand k, k' e kK. If we use the fact that d is a Borel isomorph- 
ism between the Borel spaces H and Gx K, then (35) tells us that the 
definition of a product operation in Gx K given by 


(36) (x,k)(y,k') = (ay,m/(a,y)kk’) 


converts Gx K into a Borel group, and that d provides a Borel group 
isomorphism of this group with H. 

The converse to the result described just now is a much more difficult 
question. Is it possible to associate with each K-multiplier for G a central 
extension of K by G? The answer is affirmative as the following theorem, 
due to Mackey [6], shows. 
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Theorem 7.8. Let m be any K-multiplier. If we define for (x,k), (y,k’)e€ 
Gx kK, 
(37) (x,k)(y,k) = (ay,m(ay)kk’), 
then Gx K becomes a standard Borel group under this product, and there 
exists a unique lesc topology for Gx K such that (a) G@x K becomes a lesc 
group, denoted by G x,,K, under this topology, and (b) the Borel structure 
of this topology coincides with the product Borel structure on Gx K. Lf 


io(k) = (¢,k), 
Jo(g,k) = 9, 
then (G@XmK, %; Jo) 18 a central extension of K by G. Every central extension 


of K by G is equivalent to one such. The extensions corresponding to the 
K-multipliers m, and mz, are equivalent if and only if m, and mg are similar. 


(38) 


Proof. We begin with a central extension (H,7,7) of K by G and associate 
with it a K-multiplier m, using the development contained in the equations 
(32) through (36). Then 

d : c(x)i(k) — (x,k) 
is an isomorphism of H onto G x,,K, where Gx,,K is considered a group 
with (37) defining the product operation. G x,,K is obviously a standard 
Borel group and is also lesc if we equip it with the topology which makes d 
a homeomorphism. It is obvious that the extensions (H,i,7) and 
(G Xm K, tp, Jo) are equivalent. 

Conversely, let m be a K-multiplier for G. Then under (37), Gx K 
becomes a standard Borel group, as is readily verified with the help 
of the relations (13). We write Gx,,A for this group. The relations 
m(x,e)=m(e,xz)=1 show that {(e,k):keK} is a central subgroup of 
G x,,K. Clearly t9(& — (e,k)) and jo((g,4) — g) are Borel homomorphisms. 
We shall next prove that if \ is a Haar measure on K and pis a left Haar 
measure on G, » x Ais a left invariant measure on G x,,K. In fact, if fis a 
yx A-summable Borel function on G x K and (9o,ko) € G x A, we have, by 
Fubini’s theorem, 


| Ff ((Go*o)(9.k))d(u x A)(g,k) i S(G09,™(Gos9) Kok) d(x A)(g,k) 


GxK GxKk 


Flgaa R)du(g)) aN 


G 
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XA is thus left invariant. Theorem 5.41 now enables us to conclude that 
Gx,,K becomes a lese group under its Weil topology. The Borel structure 
of this topology is by choice the product Borel structure on G x K, and it 
is the only lese topology with this property, as proved in that theorem. 
The map 


Jo: 9, kg 


is a Borel homomorphism of the lesc group G x,,K onto the lese group G 
and is thus continuous. This proves that i.[K]=kernel (j,) is closed in 
G x,,K. A similar reasoning shows that 7) is continuous also. Therefore 
(G x,, K, to, jo) is a central extension of K by G. 

The only thing that remains to be proved is that the extensions 
Gx,,K and Gx,,K are equivalent if and only if m,~m,. For any 
K-multiplier m, let us write 


(39) fg Bes OS SAS 

Suppose m,~mz. Then there exists a Borel map a, 
a:g—> ag) 

of G into K such that 


a(xy) 
a(x)a(y) 


Mo(x,y) = m,(x,y) 


for all x, ye Gx G. If we write 
(40) q(9.k) = (9,a(g)z), 


then it is trivial to check that q¢ is a Borel group isomorphism of H,,, onto 
H,,,. Since H,,, and H,,, are lesc groups, ¢ is necessarily a homeomorphism. 
It is obvious that q sets up an equivalence between (Hp,,,t9,jo) and 
(Hn.:t0,Jo)- Conversely, Jet us suppose that H,,, and H,,, are equivalent 
extensions. Then there exists a Borel isomorphism ¢ of H,,, onto H,,, such 
that 


q(esk) = (es) 
for all ke K, and 
Jo(a(9,k)) = 9 
for all g e G. Let a(g) € K be defined by 
(41) q(9.1) = (9,a(9)). 
a is clearly a Borel map of G into K. Then, as (g,1)(e,k) =(g,k) we find 


q(9,k) = (9,4(9))(e,) (in fees 
= (9,a(9)k). 
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If we now use the fact that g preserves the group structures, we can 
conclude, after a brief computation, that 


a(xy) 
a(x)a(y) 


M(x.y) = my (x,y) 


for all x, ye GxG. In other words, m,~mz,. The theorem is completely 
proved. 


Remark. The essential difficulty of the theorem proved above resides 
in the fact that when the A-multiplier m is not continuous on G x G, the 
product topology would no longer serve to make G x,, K lesc. In fact, if m 
is continuous on G x G, it is obvious that under the product topology, H,, 
is a topological group and is even a lese group. Since the product topology 
generates the product Borel structure, it follows from the uniqueness of 
the Weil topology that the two topologies coincide. Conversely, if the Weil 
topology for H,, coincides with the product topology, the map x —-> (x,1) 
of G into H,, is continuous and hence x, y -> (x,1)(y,1) = (xy,m(zx,y)) is also 
continuous, showing that m is continuous. Note that, in this case, 
Co :%—>(x,1) gives a global continuous section for H,,/t.[K], i.e., Co is 
continuous and jo(¢)(x))=a for all eG. This shows that, by using 
continuous K-multipliers, we can construct only those central extensions 
(H,i,7) of K by G for which there exists a continuous section c from G into 
H. There are many examples where such global sections do not exist. 
For instance, if A is finite but both H and G are compact and connected, 
no continuous section for H/i{K] can be defined on all of G. An example of 
this is obtained when we take H to be SU(n.C), the special unitary group 
in n-dimensions, and K as the center of H. 

On the other hand, one can impose certain conditions on K under which 
any K-multiplier for G will be similar to one which is continuous in some 
open neighborhood of (e,e) in Gx G. Corollary 7.6 tells us that this is so 
when K = 7. More generally, it can be shown that this is the case when K 
is a compact Lie group, or when K and G are both Lie groups. We shall 
call a K-multiplier locally continuous if it continues on some open set 
containing (e,e) in Gx G. The assumption of local continuity for m is of a 
much less serious nature than the assumption of global continuity. 

When m is locally continuous, it is almost obvious that one can con- 
struct, using local mappings, a fiber space topology for H,, over G which is 
locally trivial and which coincides with the Weil topology. We shall derive 
this as a corollary of theorem 7.8. The result is stated in corollary 7.10. 
We need an auxiliary result. 


Corollary 7.9. Suppose m is locally continuous. Then there exists an 
open set N around e such that x —> (x,1) is a homeomorphism of N into H,,. 
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Proof. We select a symmetric open set A, containing e with compact 
closure such that m is continuous on A, x A, and select A, Ag,--+ such 
that each A, is open, symmetric, contains e, and Arey Age cede forallen. 
Let {2,} be a sequence in Ag, let x9 € Ag, and let x, —> 49. We shall show 
that (x,,1) — (29,1) in the Weil topology of H,,. Write y,=2)~ *x,. Then 
Yn, © Ag, Yn, > e, and 


(42) (%0:1)(y_.1 emo.4n) *) = (%,,1). 


Since the map k — (e,k) is continuous from K into H,, and since m is 
continuous on A, x A,, (42) shows that (x,,1) will converge to (29,1) 
provided (y,,1) — (e,1). 

Consider now A, x K =j.~1(Ag). This is an open subset of H,, containing 
(e,1) and (y,,1) belongs to it for all m. In order to prove that (y,,1) — (e,1) 
it is enough to prove that ||Ly,.»f—f|| > 0 for all f in #?(H,,) which 
vanish outside A,x K. Let D be the set of all functions on G x K, con- 
tinuous with respect to the product topology and vanishing outside 
subsets of A, x K which are compact in the product topology; it is enough 
to prove that Ly 1f—f for all fe D. 

Fix fe Dand let CC A, and K,<K be compact sets such that f vanishes 
outside C x K,. Now, 

ken Yn~ =), 


(Leg nf 8) = f(y, Ae 


Ifx¢C, y,~*x ¢C for sufficiently large n and (L,_ ,f)(x,k)=f(x,k) =0 for 
sufficiently large n. If x € Ay, the continuity of m on A, x A, implies that 
(Ly, ad )(x,k) —> f(#,k) for all k e K. Now, | f(x,k)| < B for all (ak) e Gx K 
and so, |(Ly,,1)f )(#,k)| < B for all n and all (x,k). Further, if L,=m(A, x A,) 
then LT, is compact in K and, for all n, Lyf vanishes outside A, x 
K,L,L,~* which is compact in the product topology. Hence, by Lebesgue’s 
convergence theorem, 


(43) [fon nf Flax 2) 0. 
GxK 
We have thus proved that x—> (z,1) is continuous from A, into H,,. 
As A, is compact, it is a homeomorphism. This finishes the proof of the 
corollary. 


Corollary 7.10. If m is continuous around (e,e), there exists an open set 
N containing e such that the Weil topology on the open set N x K coincides 
with the product topology. 


Proof. Let N be an open set around e such that x —> (x,1) is a homeo- 
morphism of N into H,,. Since (7,k)=(z,1)(e,k) and since x —> (a,1) and 
k — (e,k) are both homeomorphisms, the corollary follows at once. 
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Remark. Corollary 7.10 shows that when m is locally continuous, #,,,, 
as a fiber space over G, has a locally trivial fibration. For a more intensive 
study of the topology of H,, we refer the reader to the work of Calabi [1]. 


The main source of technical complications in our theory is the fact that 
the topology on H,, in general bears no visible relation to that of Gand K. 
We now describe another corollary to theorem 7.8 which gives an example 
of the nature of the indirect arguments needed in analyzing H,,. 


Corollary 7.11. Jf K and G are both connected (resp. simply connected), so 1s 
H,,. If K and G are compact, so is H,,. 


Both the assertions follow from the fact that 7,[A’| is a closed subgroup 
of H,, and G is isomorphic to H,,/i.[K]. 

Our first use of these group extensions is a description of the similarity 
classes of A-multipliers. Let m be a A-multiplier for G, and H,, the corre- 
sponding group extension. For any Borel map a of G into K witha(e) = 1, 
let 


Cq(%) = (x,a(x)), 


malay) = m(ey) ASM. 


(44) 


Tt is easily seen that m,,=m,, if and only if there is a Borel homomorphism 
k of G into K such that a,(%)=k(x)a.(x) for all x eG. The map c, > m, 
establishes a correspondence between multipliers similar to m and Borel 
sections, and reduces the analysis of the similarity class of m to the 
analysis of the geometry of H,, as a fiber space over G. 


Theorem 7.12. c, is continuous (respectively continuous around e) if 
and only if m, is continuous (respectively continuous around (e,e)). m is 
exact if and only if there exists a Borel section c which is a homomorphism of 


G into H,,. 


Proof. Regarding continuity we shall prove only local assertions; the 
global ones follow from similar reasoning. Suppose now c, 1s continuous 
on an open set N around e. Choose an open set N, around e such that 
N,N,N. Then the map 


(45) Q 2, Y > Cy(xy)ea(y)~ *Cq(x)~* 


is continuous from N, x N, into H,,. A simple calculation yields 


(46) q(x.y) = (e,m,(x,Y) 2 a) 


Since k -> (e,k) is a homeomorphism, (46) shows that m, is continuous 
on N, x N,. Conversely, let m, be continuous on N x N for a suitable N. 
If we form the group H,,, we know from corollary 7.9 that d:a-> (x,1) 


258 GEOMETRY OF QUANTUM THEORY 


is a homeomorphism of an open set N,CWN containing e into H,,,. Now, 
from the relation between m and mz,, it follows quickly that 


p:.x,k—>x, ka(x)-? 


is a Borel group isomorphism of H,, on H,,,. Hence p is a homeomorphism. 
Therefore, the map p~1od is a homeomorphism of N, into H,,. But 
(p-10d)(x)=(x,a(x))=c,(x). Therefore c, is a homeomorphism of N, 
into H,,. 

Now we come to the question of exactness. By very definition, m is 
exact if and only if for some a, m,(z,y)=1 for all x, y € G, i.e., 


a(xy) 
a(x)ay) 
for all x, y ¢ G. A trivial computation shows that (47) is true if and only if 
x->(x,a(x)) is a homomorphism of G into H,,. The proof of theorem 7,12 
is complete. 


(47) m(x,y) = 


A trivial reformulation of the second half of this theorem gives the 
following corollary: 


Corollary 7.13. m is exact if and only if there exists a subgroup G’ of 
H,, such that G’ is a Borel set meeting each 1,[K]-coset exactly once, 1.e., 
G4’ A if K]={(e,1)} and G’ .1,[K]=H,,. 


We shall now make a brief digression by obtaining some more corollaries 
which may serve as illustrations of the use and applicability of the 
preceding theory. 


Corollary 7.14. Let G be connected and abelian. Then, for a K-multiplier 
m to be exact, tt 1s necessary and sufficient that m(x,y)=m(y,x) in some 
neighborhood of (e,e). 


Proof. That an exact multiplier is symmetric (when @ is abelian) 
follows at once from (17). Conversely, let N be an open set containing e 
such that m(x,y)=m/(y,x) for all 2, ye NxN. Then, the formula for 
multiplication in H,, shows that (x,k) and (y,k’) commute whenever x 
and y belong to N. Since G and K are connected, so is H,, and hence the 
elements of the form (x,k) (xe N) generate H,,. This shows that H,, is 
itself abelian. Since K is isomorphic to 7" x V%, it follows from the struc- 
ture of locally compact abelian groups that {e} x K is a direct summand of 
H,,. Corollary 7.13 now implies that m is exact. 


Corollary 7.15. There exists a multiplier m' similar to m such that m' is 
locally bounded as a map of G x G into K (cf. Section 5 of Chapter V). 


Proof. Let a be chosen so that ¢, is a regular Borel section, i.e., x —> 
(v,a(x)) is a map of G into H,, which sends compact sets of G into sets with 
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compact closure (in H,,). Defining q as in (45), it is obvious that g maps any 
compact subset of Gx G into a subset of H,, which has compact closure. 
The formula (46) tells us now that m, is locally bounded. 


We shall end this section with an application to the theory of projective 
representations. 


Theorem 7.16. Let m be any multiplier for G and let U(g->U,) be an 
m-representation of Gin a (separable) Hilbert space #. Then (x,k) > k-1U, 
is a representation of H,, in H#. Conversely, if (x,k) > Viz...) 18 @ represenia- 
tion of H,, such that Vie,,=k~11 for all ke T, and if we write U,=Viz.1; 
then U(x — U,) is an m-representation of Gand Viz.,.=k-1U 4. 


Proof. The proof needs only minor calculations and is omitted. 


Corollary 7.17. Let m be any multiplier for G. Then there exists an irre- 
ducible m-representation of G. 


Proof. Let V be a representation of H,, such that V,.,,=k711 for all 
keT. Such V exist, by theorem 7.5, because G admits m-representations. 
Let us decompose V into a direct integral of irreducible representations V, 


(48) Vez { veaete) 


(cf. Mautner [1], Mackey [5]). Then, from the theory of the direct integrals 
of representations, it is easy to see that for some &), V?2,,=711 for all 
ke T (in fact xz-almost all € will have this property). Write V°= V‘o, and 
let U° be the corresponding m-representation of G. Since V?,,.=k~7U,°, 
the irreducibility of V° implies that of U°. 


Corollary 7.18. If G is compact and m is a multiplier for G, then there 
exist finite dimensional m-representations of G. The irreducible m-representa- 
tions of G are finite dimensional and every m-representation of G is a direct 
sum of irreducible m-representations. 


Proof. We observe that H,, is compact (corollary 7.11). The present 
corollary now follows in exactly the same fashion as the previous one. 
The proof is even more elementary, since only direct sums, rather than 
direct integrals, of representations, are involved. 


4. MULTIPLIERS FOR LIE GROUPS 


We shall now make a deeper study of the group extensions H,, under the 
assumption that K and G@ are both connected Lie groups. Since K is 
abelian, it would be a direct product of a real vector group and a torus. 
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The first basic result of this section tells us that H,, becomes a Lie group 
in a natural manner. The way is then opened for the application of 
results of Lie group theory. We shall use these to show that any K- 
multiplier for G is similar to one which is globally analytic on Gx G (at 
least when G is simply connected), and that the elements of the multiplier 
group are in natural one-one correspondence with equivalence classes of 
central extensions of the Lie algebra of K by the Lie algebra of G. For 
general information and terminology involving Lie groups and Lie algebras 
we refer the reader to the books of Chevalley [1], [2], [3] and Jacobson [2]. 

Throughout this chapter AK will denote a connected abelian Lie group 
and G a connected Lie group. The symbol 7” will denote a torus of dimen- 
sion r and the symbol V* will denote a real vector space of dimension s. 
Both are regarded as Lie groups in the natural sense. 

Our first aim is to introduce an analytic structure on H,,. The essential 
step in this is accomplished by the following lemma. 


Lemma 7.19. Let K be an additive vector group and m a K-multiplier 
for G. Then there exists a K multiplier m' semilar to m such that m' is C® 
on GxG. 


Proof. Note that m satisfies the identities (14). It is enough to prove 
this when K is the additive group of real numbers, since the general 
case will follow by applying the special case to each component. By virtue 
of corollary 7.15 we may assume that m is bounded on each compact 
subset of Gx G. Let » be a left Haar measure and yp, a right Haar measure 
for G. 

Let then K= +. Choose a CO” function with compact support, say f, 
which is such that 


(49) { floduta) = 1. 

Let a be the function « —> a(x), where 

(50) a(a) = | m(con)f(u)duu. 
Clearly, a is bounded on each compact set. Let 


(51) my (x,y) = m(x,y) +a(ry) — a(x) —aly). 


Then m, is a R+-multiplier similar to m and is bounded on compact 
subsets of Gx G. Moreover, 


may) = [ {im (2x,y) + ma(ary, re) —m(y,21) —ma(z)}f (ade) 


= | me,yu)— meu), fwidulu, 
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using the multiplier identities for m. Thus 


(52) malay) = | mlof(ytuydyte)— | m(eu)f (ada. 
G G 
The uniform convergence of the integrals on the right of (52) shows that 


for each xe G, y > m,(x,y) is a C® function. Define a, to be the Borel 
function y > a,(y), where 


(53) a,(y) = i m(u,y) f(t)dp,(u) 


f, being a C® function with compact support and satisfying 


(54) [ filu)du,(u) = 1. 
G 
Let 
(55) may) = my(w,y) +(x) —a,(2) —a,(y). 


Equation (55) shows that m, is a R!-multiplier similar to m, and bounded 
on compact subsets of Gx G. Moreover, a brief calculation shows that 


(56) m,(x,y) = i rm (uy) fy ee 2)da,(s) — [ m(u,y) f,(te)da,(2). 


From (56) it follows that m, is a C® function of each of its variables when 
the other is fixed. Finally, define a3 by 


(57) a;(x) = I) Mmo(x,u) f (u)dp(u). 
Write 
(58) m'(x,y) = M(x, y) + ag(xy) — g(x) —ag(y). 


Then m’ is a R!-multiplier similar to m and 
(59) (x,y) = { max) f (y~!)dpe(rs) — e mol y,t)f (u)d(2). 
G 


Since x, y > m,(x,u)f(y~1u) is C® on Gx G for each u, (59) shows that m’ 
is C? on Gx G. The lemma is proved. 

We shall now examine the case when K is not simply connected. We 
cannot hope for global results but the local version of lemma 7.19 can be 
proved by the same technique. 


Lemma 7.20. Let K be a connected abelian Lie group and my, any K- 
multiplier. Then there exists a K-multiplier m,’ which is similar to m, and 
which is C? in an open neighborhood of (e,e). 
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Proof. Since lemma 7.19 takes care of the case K=R*, it is enough to 
prove the present result when K is a torus and thus when K = 7. We may 
(and do) therefore assume that K=T7. By corollary 7.6 we may assume 
that m, is locally continuous. It is obvious that we can choose a real 
bounded Borel function m on G x G such that 


(60) mo(z,y) = exp{im(zx,y)} 


for all x, y € G, and such that m satisfies the identities characteristic of an 
R}-multiplier (cf. (14)) locally, i.e., for some symmetric open set M with 
compact closure containing e, 


(61) W(¢,e) = mer) 00) 
for all x in M, and 
(62) mxy,2)+m(a,y) = m(x,yz)+m(y,2) 


for all x, y,ze M. 

We now proceed exactly as we did in the previous lemma. We choose f 
to be C®, and satisfying (49), but with the extra requirement now that f 
be zero outside a compact subset of W. a is defined as in (50) and m, as 
n (51). Since exp(tm)=mz, is a T'-multiplier, (51) shows that exp(im,) is a 
T-multiplier similar to mj. m, is bounded on Gx G and satisfies (61) for 
xeé M and (62) for x, y, z€ M. Equation (52) is now valid for all x, ye M, 
from which we infer that for each xe M, y > m,(x,y) is C® in M. We 
define a, and m, as in (53) and (55), respectively, but after choosing f, 
such that f, also vanishes outside M. Once again, (56) is valid for all 
x,y © M. Proceeding as we did before, we infer finally that m, is C® on 
MxM. This shows that exp(im;)=m’ is C” on MxM, and is a T- 
multiplier similar to m,. The lemma is proved. 


We are now in a position to introduce a differentiable structure on H,,. 
This will then enable us to treat H,, as a Lie group. From this, the intro- 
duction of analytic coordinates on H,, will follow in the usual fashion. 


Theorem 7.21. Let K be a connected abelian Lie group and G a connected 
Lie group. Let m be any K-multipler for G. Then there exists a unique 
analytic structure for H,, (compatible with the Weil topology) which converts 
H,, into an analytic group. The maps k —> (e,k), of K into H,,, and (g,k) —> g, 
of H,, onto G, are analytic. 


Proof. H,,, is connected by corollary 7.11. We know that any topological 
group admits at most one compatible analytic structure which converts it 
into a Lie group (cf. Chevalley [1], pp. 127-129). Thus we are concerned 
only with existence. Since we may pass to K-multipliers similar to m, we 
may assume, after lemma 7.20, that m itself is C@ around (e,e). From 
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corollary 7.10 we know that for some open set M containing e, the Weil 
topology on M x K coincides with the product topology. We choose M so 
small that this condition is satisfied and that m is C? on Mx M. 

We give to Mx K the product of the C® structures on M and K and 
choose a symmetric open set M, containing e such that M,M,<¢ M. For 
(x,k) and (y,k')e M,x K, 


eh oe ery yt ee 
(eerie!) (xy a cen} 

which shows that the map (a,k), (y,k’) —> (a,k)(y,k’)~+isC® on (M, x K) x 
(M,xK). By a standard result in Lie group theory (cf. Chevalley [1], 
pp. 134-135) there exists a C® structure on H,, converting H,, into a Lie 
group, and such that the induced C® structure on M x K coincides with 
the product C® structure around (e,1). In this manner one converts H,, 
into a connected Lie group. Note, under the assumption that m is C® 
around (e,e), that there exist open sets M,¢G and K,¢K containing the 
respective identities, such that M, x Kz has the product C® structure. 

Now, it is known (cf. Pontrjagin [1]) that every C® Lie group can 
be given a unique compatible analytic structure. H,, may be given this 
unique analytic structure. The final statement of the theorem follows 
from the known fact (ef. Chevalley [1], pp. 128-129) that a continuous 
homomorphism of one analytic group into another is necessarily analytic. 
The proof of the theorem is complete. 


We can deduce several corollaries from this theorem. 


Corollary 7.22. The map x (x,1) of G into H,», 1s C@ around e, m being 
locally C. 


This follows from the fact that the C® structure of H,, is, around (e,1), 
the product structure. 


Corollary 7.23. Let m be an arbitrary K-multiplier for G. Then there 
exists a multiplier m' which is similar to m and ts C® (respectively analytic) 
on all of Gx G if and only if there exists a C” (respectively analytic) map 
x—>c(x) of G into H,, such that j,(c(x))=a for all x, 1.e., if and only if 
there exists a global C® (respectively analytic) section. 


Proof. The proof is the same as for theorem 7.12; we need only replace 
“continuous” by “C®”” and “analytic” at the appropriate places. 


Corollary 7.24. Given any K-multiplier for G, there exists a multiplher 
similar to it which is analytic around (e,e). 


Proof. This requires the result that, for any analytic group, the coset 
space determined by a closed subgroup admits a local analytic section 
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(cf. Chevalley [1], pp. 109 111). Applying this result to the analytic group 
H,, and the closed subgroup {e} x K =7,[K], we find a Borel section c, 


C12” —> (x,a(x)) 


such that for some open set V around e,c isan analytic map on NV. N. If we 
define 

q(x.y) = e(xy)e(y)~*e(x)~*, 
then q(x, y) =(e,m,(x,y)~*) (cf. (46)) and q is an analytic map of N x N into 
IT,,. Since k —> (e,k) is an analytic isomorphism and since {e} x K is a closed 
analytic submanifold of H,,, we deduce that m, is analytic on N x N. 
Obviously m,~m. 

This is as far as we can go with elementary methods. To obtain further, 
and in particular, global results, greater use must be made of Lie group 
theory. Our aim is to use some of the ideas of Hochschild [1], which in turn 
are based on a very interesting lemma of Maléev [1], to prove that when G 
is connected and simply connected, there exists a canonical one-one 
correspondence between the Lie group extensions and the associated Lie 
algebra extensions. We shall moreover be able to show that analytic 
multipliers exist in every similarity class and that they are naturally 
induced by analytic A*-multipliers for G, A* being a covering group of K. 

We begin with some preliminary remarks. For any analytic homo- 
morphism a of a Lie group A into a Lie group B, we write a for the 
induced homomorphism of the Lie algebras; a(exp X)=expa(X) for 
X ea, where a is the Lie algebra of A. Let b be the Lie algebra of B and 
let us assume that A and B are both connected and simply connected. 
Consider now a homomorphism d(X — d(X)) of the Lie algebra 6 into the 
Lie algebra of all endomorphisms of the vector space a such that d(X) is a 
derivation of a for all X, i.e., d(X)([Y,Z]) =[d(X)(Y),Z]+[Y¥,d(X)(Z)] for 
all Y,Z in a. Then there exists a unique analytic homomorphism 
b -> 6(b) of B into the Lie group of invertible linear transformations of the 
vector space a such that d6(exp X)=exp d(X) for all X eb. Since d(X) is 
a derivation of a, d(exp X) is an automorphism of the Lie algebra a. 
Hence 6(b) is an automorphism of a for all 6. The map b, Y > 8(b)Y is 
clearly analytic from Bx a to a (a being a finite dimensional real vector 
space, can be considered in an obvious fashion as a real analytic manifold). 
Since A is simply connected, each 8(b) gives rise to a unique automorphism 
D(b) of A such that D(b)(exp Y)=exp{d(b)(Y)} for all Yea. Since 
b —> 8(b) is a homomorphism, 6 — D(b) is a homomorphism of B into the 
group of all analytic automorphisms of the Lie group A. We thus see that 
A becomes a B-space. Moreover, the equation D(b)(exp Y)=exp{8(b) Y} 
shows that the map b, a> D(b)a is an analytic map of Bx A into A. 
Therefore if we form the semidirect product Bx, A (cf. Chapter VI), 
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Bx,A becomes a connected, simply connected Lie group. Its analytic 
structure is just the product structure of Bx A. As usual, we shall identify 
A and B with subgroups of Bx ,A; A will be a closed normal subgroup, 
and for be B, ac A, bab~: will coincide with D(b)a. Moreover, for 
Yea and X eb, exp X exp Y exp(— X) =expfexp(d(X)) Y}. This shows 
that, if we identify the Lie algebra of Bx,A with the direct sum b+a, 
then for Yeaand X eb, [X, Y]=d(X)¥. 


Lemma 7.25. Let g be a Lie algebra over a field of characteristic zero and 
Q, an ideal in g. Suppose that either dim(g/g,)=1 or g/g, 1s semisimple. Then 
Q, ts a semidirect summand of g, t.¢., there exists a Lie subalgebra p such 
that g=9,+ and g, N p=0. 


Proof. If dim(g/g,)=1, then we may take for p any one-dimensional 
subspace not. in g,. In case g/g, is semisimple, the assertion is a refinement 
of the well known Levi-Maléev theorem and follows easily from it. Let 
t be the radical of g. Let a be the canonical map of g on g/q,. Since z{r] 
is a solvable ideal of g/g,, z[v]=0, so that rcq,. Let p’ be a semisimple 
subalgebra of g such that p’ A r=0 and p’+r=g. Such a p’ exists, by 
virtue of the Levi-Maléev theorem (cf. Chevalley [3], pp. 135-145). As 
’ A g, is an ideal in p’, there exists a subalgebra p (which is even an ideal 
in p’) such that p+(b’ OM g,)=)' and pn (p’ A g,)=0 (ef. Chevalley [3], 
pp. 64-65). p is semisimple and it is trivial to verify that p © g,=0 and 
P+9i1=9- 


Lemma 7.26 (Maléev {1}). Let H be a connected and simply connected 
Lie group and K a closed connected normal subgroup of H. Let y be the 
canonical homomorphism of H onto II|k. Then there exists an analytic map 
c of H/K into H such that 


(63) y(c(t)) = ¢ 
for allte H/K. 


Proof. We follow Hochschild’s proof [1]. Let § be the Lie algebra of H 
and f£ the Lie subalgebra which corresponds to K. Since K is normal, f is 
an ideal in 9. Let h=),2§,2>---2>,=£ be a composition series of } 
over f, i.e., each §,;,, is an ideal in §;, and is maximal in };. We prove 
lemma 7.26 by induction on 7, the length of the composition series. 

Since , is maximal in §,, either dim(§,/h2)=1 or ),/§2 is semisimple. 
Therefore, by lemma 7.25, there exists a subalgebra b of b, such that 
h, =b+, and b AM h,=0. For X eb and Y € bp, write 


(64) COVY = [err 


Let #7, and B be connected simply connected groups corresponding to h, 
and b, respectively. In view of our earlier remarks, the map X — d(X) 
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gives rise to an analytic map b, a -> D(b)a of Bx H, into H, such that Hf, 
becomes a B-space and for each b € B, D(b) is an analytic automorphism 
of H,. We may therefore form the group Bx,H, and identify its Lie 
algebra with , in such a way that B x {e,,,} and {e,} x HW, correspond to b 
and hp», respectively (e, is the identity of B and e,, that of H2). Now, 
B xpH, is simply connected and so is H. Hence we may identify H with 
Bx,H,. In other words, we may assume that H, and B are the analytic 
subgroups of H corresponding to h, and b, respectively. Then H, 0 B= 
{e,,} (the identity of H) and H=H,B. 

Let H=H/K and let y be the canonical homomorphism of H onto H. 
Put H,=y(H,), B= (B). Now, for each b € B, D(b) leaves K and H, invari- 
ant and so induces an automorphism D(b) of H,/K. Clearly, 6, a—> D(b)a is 
analytic from Bx (H,/K) into H,/K and so one can form B xp(H,/K). It 
is obvious that our identification of H with Bx,H,, gives rise to a 
natural identification of H with B xpy(H,/K). This proves that H, and B 
are closed in A, that H, 0 B={eg} and H=H,B. In particular, y is an 
isomorphism of B onto B. By the induction hypothesis, there is an analytic 
map c’ (§ —> c’(8)) of H, into H, such that y(c’(3)) =8 for all 3 € Hy. Define 
con H by 


(65) c(sy(b)) = c’(8)b (§€ H,, be B). 
Then c satisfies (63). 
Corollary 7.27. The map 
(66) k, t > c(t)k 
ws an analytic isomorphism of the manifold K x (H/K) onto the manifold H. 
Proof. Let ¢ denote this map. @ is analytic and one-one. For a € H, 
£-1(a) = (€(y(a))~*a,y(a)) 


which is clearly analytic. 


Corollary 7.28. Let h be a Lie algebra over the reals, H a connected and 
simply connected Lie group corresponding to h. Let t be an ideal in . Then 
the analytic subgroup K of H which corresponds to t is closed. Moreover both 
K and H|K are simply connected. 


Proof. That K is closed is well known (cf. Chevalley [1], pp. 125-127). 
Corollary 7.27 implies that H is (topologically) homeomorphic to K x H/K, 
and so the simple connectivity of H implies that of K and H/K. 


Remark. It is known that if K and H/K are simply connected, so is H 
(cf. Chevalley [1], pp. 59-60). Thus corollary 7.28, together with this result, 
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completely solves the problem of simple connectivity for H, K, and 
H/K, when K is closed, connected, and normal. 


Lemma 7.29 (Hochschild [1}). Let G be a connected, simply connected Lie 
group and (H,i,)) an extension of the connected Lie group K by G. Then 
there exists an analytic map c of G into H such that 


(67) jc(9)) = 9 
for allgeG. 


Proof. Let //* be a connected and simply connected covering group of 
H and let 8 be the covering homomorphism of H* onto H. Then jo 6 isa 
homomorphism of H* onto G. Let K, be the kernel of j o 8 and K,° the 
component of the identity of K,. If K,°AK,, H*/K,° would provide a 
nontrivial covering for G. which is not possible since G is simply connected. 
Hence K,=K,°,i.e., K, itself is connected. From Maléev’s lemma we know 
that there exists an analytic map c* of G into H* such that 


(J 0 8)(e*(9)) = 9 


for all ge G. If we write c=8>c*, then c is analytic from G into H and 
satisfies (67) for all ge G. 


Corollary 7.30. Let G be a connected, simply connected Lie group and K 
a connected abelian Lie group. If mis a K-multiplier for G, then there exists 
a K-multiplier m’ similar to m which is analytic on Gx G. 


Proof. Let H,, be the extension associated with m. From lemma 10.29 
we know that there exists a global analytic section from G into H,,. Then, 
corollary 7.23 implies that there is a multiplier similar to m which is globally 
analytic over Gx G. 


Remark. That m’ can be chosen to he C® was proved by Bargmann [1]. 


We shall use the lemmas of Hochschild and Maléev to obtain a direct 
relation between central extensions of Lie groups and the corresponding 
central extensions of Lie algebras. Let f, g be Lie algebras over R with f 
abelian. A central extension of £ by g is a triple (,«,8), where } is a Lie 
algebra over R, « is an isomorphism of f into the center of §, and B a 
homomorphism of ) onto g such that a[f]=kernel (8), i.e., 


(68) [o{£].5] = 0 
and 


(69) Ct gg = 0 
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is an exact sequence. Central extensions (h,«,8) and (h’,«’,8’) of E by g are 
said to be equivalent if there exists a (Lie) isomorphism € of § onto h’ such 
that the diagram 


a an 


ee a | ya 

h’ 
commutes. Suppose K is a connected abelian Lie group, G a connected 
Lie group, and (H,i,j) a central extension of K by G. Let f, §, and q 
be the Lie algebras of K, H, and G, respectively. Then it is obvious that 
(§,2,7) is a central extension of f by g. We shall say that (,7,j) is the 
associated central extension of £ by g. A routine transport of structure shows 


that corresponding to equivalent central extensions of K by G, are 
associated equivalent central extensions of £ by g. 


Theorem 7.31. Let G, K be connected Lie groups and q, f the correspond- 
ing Lie algebras. Suppose that K is abelian and G is simply connected. For 
any equivalence class 7 of central extensions of K by G, let + denote the 
equivalence class of the associated central extensions of € by g. Then + > 7+ 
is a one-one correspondence and its range is the set of all equivalence classes 
of central extensions of € by g. 


Proof. We shall first give consideration to the case when K is also 
simply connected. Let (§,«,8) be any central extension of € by g. Let H 
be a connected and simply connected Lie group which corresponds to }. 
Since K is simply connected, there exists an analytic homomorphism 7 
of K into H such that =a; similarly there exists an analytic homomorph- 


ism j of H onto G such that j= B. The range i[K] being an analytic sub- 
group of H having the ideal a[f] for its Lie algebra, corollary 7.28 implies 
that <[ A] is closed and simply connected. Hence 7 is also an isomorphism. 
On the other hand, i{K] is the connected component containing the 
identity of the kernel K, of j. If i[K]4K,, H/i[K] will be a nontrivial 
covering of GYH/K,, which is impossible as G is simply connected. 
Therefore a[K] is precisely the kernel of j. In other words, (H,i,7j) is a 
central extension of K by G and (,«,8) is its associated extension. The 
uniqueness of 7 and j, once H is specified, implies at once that two exten- 
sions of K by G, constructed in this manner, are equivalent if and only if 
their associated Lie algebra extensions are equivalent. Thus we have 
proved the lemma in the special case when K is simply connected. 
Suppose now that K is connected but not simply connected. Let K* 
be a connected, simply connected Lie group covering K. Let « be the 
covering homomorphism. Let Z be the kernel of ¢. In view of the result for 
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the simply connected case, it is enough to set up a natural correspondence 
between central extensions of K and K* (by G) which respects equivalence. 

Let (/1*,7*,7*) be a central extension of K* by G. Then H* is simply 
connected. Let H=H*/i*Z and let 5 be the canonical homomorphism of 
H* onto H. Then 6 has discrete kernel. Since kernel (8)<7*[K*], there is a 
unique homomorphism j of H onto G@ such that j*=j o 8. Since kernel 
(5) =2* [kernel (e)] there is a unique homomorphism 7 of K into H such 
that 6 o1*=7 e; t is then injective. It is then obvious that kernel (j)= 
i[K]. Thus the diagram 


(71) 


commutes. Moreover, (H,i,j) is a central extension of K by G. 

Suppose conversely that (H,2,7) is a central extension of K by G. Let 
H* be a connected, simply connected Lie group which covers H. Let 6 
be the covering homomorphism. Then there exists a unique homomorph- 
ism 7* of K* into H* such that 6 0 i*=71 0 e. Write j* =j o 6. As Gis simply 
connected, we conclude that kernel (7*) is connected. From this it follows 
quickly that kernel (7*) =2*[A*]. Hence 1*[K*] is simply connected. Since 
K* is also simply connected, 7* is injective. Hence (H*,2*,j*) is a central 
extension of K* by G. Moreover, the diagram (71) commutes, and 


(72) kernel (8) = 7*[Z]. 


We have thus set up a natural correspondence between central ex- 
tensions of K and K* by G@. Routine diagram chasing now shows that 
this correspondence respects equivalence. The proof of theorem 7.31 is 
complete. 


Let (H*,i*,j*) be a central extension of K* by G and let (H,1,7) be a 
central extension of K by G. Suppose there is a homomorphism 4 of H* 
onto H such that (71) is a commutative diagram. Then we say that 


(H*,1*,7*) covers (through e) (H,1,7). 


Corollary 7.32. Let G be connected and simply connected. Let K, K* 
and « be as above. Then the map m* -> «eo m* maps the set of all analytic 
(respectively C”) K*-multipliers onto the set of all analytic (respectively C”) 
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K-multipliers. m,* ~mo* if and only if eo m,*~e 0 m,* so that m* —> eo m* 
induces an isomorphism of Mx.(G) onto M,(G). 


Proof. Let m be an analytic A-multiplier for G. Let H,, be the associated 
extension. Then H,, has the product analytic structure. Since we can cover 
the extension H,, by an extension of K* by G, we may assume that for 
some K*-multiplier m,*, the extension H,,,. covers H,,. In view of corollary 
7.30, we may assume that m,* is analytic on Gx G so that H,,« has the 
product analytic structure. 

Let S={(g,1): 9 €GcH,, Let & be the covering homomorphism of 
H,,,- onto H,,. Write S*=8~1(S). A standard topological argument shows 
that 5 is a covering map of each connected component of S* onto S. Let 
S, be the component of S* containing the identity (e,1) of H,,,.. Then So isa 
closed regular analytic submanifold of H,,,. Since S is simply connected, 
6 is an analytic isomorphism of Sy onto S,. Hence there is an analytic map 
a of G into K* such that for all g € G, 


(73) 8((9,a(9))) = (9,1). 

Since 6 is a homomorphism, (73) gives 

(74) d(xy,m,*(x,y)a(x)a(y)) = 8((xy,a(xy)))(e,m(x,y)). 
Now, (xy,a(xy))~ *(xy,a(x)a( y)m,*(x.y)) is computed to be 


(-, sea) 
* a(xy) 
so that (74) leads to the equation 


a(z)a(y) 
a(« aly) 


m,*(ay)) 


m,*(«y)) = (e,m(x,y)), 


and consequently, 


a(xjaly) + - 
(75) ( ace (=9)) = m(x,y) 
for all x, ye G. If we write m*(x,y) for the element in (75) to which e is 
applied, we have 


(76) m= eom* 


m* is clearly analytic. This proves the result in the analytic case. The C” 
case can be disposed off similarly. 

The equation eom*=m implies, on the other hand, that the map 
x, k* —> x, e(k*) is a homomorphism of H,,. on H,, which sets up a covering 
of the extension H,, by H,,». From theorem 7.31 we now conclude im- 
mediately that m,*~m,* if and only if e° m,*~eom,*. From this it 
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follows at once that m* —> « o m* induces an isomorphism of M,.(G@) onto 


M,(G). 


Corollary 7.33. Let G be a connected, simply connected Lie group and K 
a connected abelian Lie group. If m is a K-multiplier, then m is exact if 
and only if, in the extension of t by g which is associated with H,,,, the image of 
t is a@ semidirect summand. 


Proof. Let (h,«,8) be the extension of £ by g which is associated with 
(Hynst0,Jo) (where t9(k) =(e,k) and j,(g,k)=g). If m is exact, there exists a 
Borel homomorphism c(x —> c(x)) of G into H,, such that jo(c(x)) = for all 
xeG@ (theorem 7.12). Since G and H,, are Lie groups, c is analytic. Hence 
the range B of ¢ is an analytic subgroup of H,,. If b is the subalgebra of 
corresponding to B, it is obvious that b M af[f]=0 and b+off]=. 

Conversely, suppose there exists a subalgebra b of § such that 
b+o({f]= and b M o{f]=0. Then there exists obviously an isomorphism 
y of g into h such that y maps g onto b and £ o y is the identity. Since G is 
simply connected, there is a homomorphism c of G into H,, such that 
é=y. Since Boy is the identity, jp oc is locally the identity. Since G is 
connected, jp o c is the identity everywhere. This proves that m is exact. 

The only problem which is still to be examined is that of classifying 
the central extensions of f by g. This can be done very simply as the 
problem is linear. We now proceed to indicate the standard solution to 
this problem (cf. Chevalley-Eilenberg [1]). Let p be a bilinear map of 
g x g into f such that (i) p is skew symmetric, i.e., 


(77) p(X, ¥)+p(Y,X) = 0 
for all X, Y €g, and (ii) p satisfies the identity 
(78) p(X, Y],Z)+p([Y,2Z],X)+p((Z,X],Y) = 0 


for all X, Y, Ze g. We shall associate with p a central extension of f by 
g. Let 


Yp = (Ofes f, 
and let us define, for (X,S) and (X’,S’) € §,, 
(79) [(X,S),(X',8)] = ([X,X'],p(X,X’)). 


From the identities (77) and (78) it follows that h, becomes a Lie algebra 
under the bracket operation (79). Moreover, (79) shows trivially that 
(X,S) + X is a homomorphism of , onto g, that (0,S) lies in the center 
of §, for all Sef, and that S — (0,8) is an isomorphism of f into },. 
Write 
oo(S) = (0,8), 
Bo(X,S) = X. 


(§p>%o,8o) is then a central extension of £ by g. 


(80) 
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Lemma 7.34. Every central extension of § by g 1s equivalent to an extension 
b, for a suitable bilinear map p of g x g into f satisfying (77) and (78). hp, and 
h,, are equivalent extensions if and only if there exists a linear map q of g 
into ¥ such that 


(81) p(X, Y)—p,(X,Y) = g({X, ¥]) 
for all X, Yeg. 


Proof. Let (§,«,8) be a central extension of f by g. By identifying f 
with aff] and g with a linear manifold supplementary to a{f], we may 
assume that h=qxf, a=ag, and B=By. We have now only to determine 
the form of [.,.] for pairs of elements of h. Since (X,8),(X’,S’) > 
[(X,S),(X',8’)] is bilinear and skew symmetric and since (X,S) > X is a 
homomorphism of onto g, it follows that there exists a skew symmetric 
bilinear map of f x § into f, say r, such that 


(82) [(X,8),(XS)] = ([X,X"],r(X,8; X78") 


for all X, X’ eg and S, 8’ ef. The fact that (0,8) lies in the center of § 
for all S in £ now implies that 


(83) r(0,8; X',8’) = 0 


for all X’ e gandS, S’ ef. The bilinear maps of x h into £f which are skew 
symmetric and satisfy (83) depend only on X and X’. Thus there exists a 
skew symmetric bilinear map p of g x g into f such that 7(X,S; X’,S’)= 
p(X ,X’) for all X, X’ eg and S, S’ ef. We have then 


(84) ‘ [(X,S),(X’,8)] = ([X,X"],p(X,X’)). 


If we now use the fact that [.,.] satisfies the Jacobi identities, we see that 
(78) is satisfied by p. In other words, the extension } is equivalent to b,. 

Suppose now that §,, and h,, are two extensions of f by g corresponding 
to the bilinear maps p, and py. It is easily seen that for any linear map q 
of g into f, the map 


(85) L, : (X,8) — (X,q(X)+8) 


is a linear map of §,, into 5p.» sends (0,S) to (0,8), and is such that the 
diagram 


(86) \ / 


is commutative; and that every linear map L of §,, into hp,» which sends 
(0,S) to (0,S), and which is such that (86) is commutative (with L 
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instead of L,), is of the form ZL, for suitable q. It is then clear that L, is a 
linear isomorphism of ,, onto h,,. A trivial calculation shows that L, is a 
homomorphism of the Lie algebras },, and h,, if and only if p,, p. and g 
are related as in (81). This completes the proof of the lemma. 


We shall call a skew symmetric bilinear map p of gx g into f closed if 
it satisfies (78). We shall say that p is exact if there exists a linear map q of 
g into f such that 


(87) P(X,Y) = q([X,Y]) (X, Yeg). 


The vector space of all closed skew symmetric bilinear maps of g x g into 


fis denoted by Mts’(g), and the subspace of exact elements is denoted by 
G(g). We write 


(88) Mr(g) = Me'(g)/Ex(g). 


Corollary 7.35. For a peMs'(g), p is exact if and only if {0} x f is a semi- 
direct summand of bp. 


Proof. If p is defined by (87) for some linear map q of g into f, it is 
immediate that the range b of the map X —> (X,q(X)) is a subalgebra of 
§, such that «,[f] 0 b=0 and «,[f]+b=5,. Conversely, let b be such a 
Lie subalgebra. Then for each X eg, let us define the element g(X) €f 
by the condition that (X,g(X)) € 6. g is evidently a linear map of g into 
f, and the condition [(X,g(X)),(¥.9¢( Y))]=([X, Y],q({X, Y])) leads to (87). 

The theory developed so far has established a canonical isomorphism 
between the groups M,(G) and M,.(G), and also a canonical one-one 
correspondence between M,.(G) and Wt(g) (G simply connected). Now 
Mt(g) is a vector space. On the other hand, if we write K* additively, it is 
isomorphic to a vector group, so that M,.(G@) also becomes a vector space, 
with addition as the group operation in it. It is indeed most natural to 
expect that the canonical correspondence between the elements of 
M,.(@) and Ms(q) is actually a linear isomorphism. We shall now prove 
that this is indeed so. We assume K*= R*. The R"-multipliers for G then 
satisfy (14) and form a vector space over R, and the exact ones form a 
subspace of it. M,p(G) is thus a vector space. 


Lemma 7.36. Let G be connected and simply connected. For any analytic 
R"-multiplier m for G, let [m] be the similarity class of m. Let btm, be the 
element of Wpr(g) which corresponds to the equivalence class of central 
extensions of R" by G which are associated with [m]. Then 


(89) [m] — bem) 


is a linear isomorphism of Mpr(G) onto Wtpr(qg). 
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Proof. Let m be an analytic R’-multiplier for G and let H,, be the 
associated group extension. For (ak) and (y,k’) ¢ H,, (=G@x,, 2" in our 
earlier notation), 


(x,k)(y,k’) = (ay,k +k’ +m(z,y)). 


Now (e,0) is the identity of //,,, and H,, has the product analytic structure. 
We shall now determine the Lie algebra of H,,. Following Chevalley [1] 
we regard elements of § as left invariant vector fields on H,,; for each 
(x,k) ¢ H,,, we identify the tangent space to H,, canonically with G, x R’, 
G,, being the tangent space to G at x. Of course we identify the tangent 
space to R” at any of its points with A” itself in the usual fashion. 

Let X € g be the left invariant vector field x > X, on G and let ue R". 
We write (X,u) for the left invariant vector field of H,, which assigns to 
(e,0) the tangent vector (X,,w). Since left translation by (2,k) is (y,k’) > 
(xy, k+k’+m(ax,y)), we see that the tangent vector assigned by (X,w) at 
(x,k) is given by the expression 


X put (5 m(x, exp tX)] 


Write now for any C® function f on Gx Gand Y,,---, Y,, Z1,-::, Z,€ 9; 
y,z2eG, 


tlgilaee) Vo be Zee) 
= (07 * Spt, - ‘ - O,0Uy ate *OUs), = a 


t=0 


(90) 
where a 
Gli: > ata eye) tel 
= f(yexpt,Y,---expt,Y,,zexp u,Z,---exp u,Z,). 
Then (X,u) is given by 
(91) (X,u) : 2, k—> (X,,u+m(x :e; X)). 
From (91) we find 
(92) [(X,w),(¥,v)] : 2, k—> ([X,Y],, m(x; X:e; Y)—m(x; Y : e; X)). 
From the identities (14) we obtain, on differentiation, 
mx; X :e; Y) = m(x:e; XY)+m(e; X :e; Y). 
This then leads to 
[(X,u),(Y,v)] : 2, k—> 

([X,Y]., m(x : e; [X,¥])+m(e; X :e; Y)—m/(e; Y : e; X)) 
so that finally, on comparing (93) with (91), we obtain 
(94) [(X,u),(Y,v)] = ((X,¥], m(e; X : e; Y)—m/(e; Y : e; X)). 


(93) 
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In other words, if we write 
(95) B,(X,Y) = m(e; X : e; Y)—m(e; Y : e; X) 


then the Lie algebra } of H,, can be identified with g x R” in a canonical 
fashion and 


(96) [(X,w),(¥,v)] = (LX, 1 Bae yh 


B,, is evidently a skew symmetric bilinear map of gxg into R*. The 
Jacobi identity applied to (96) leads as before to the fact that B,, is a 
closed form. 


We know already that [m]—},,; is a one-one correspondence of 
Myr(@) onto Mpyn(g), and (96) shows that 6,,,, is the element of M,(g) 
defined by B,,. But a look at (95) shows that B,,(X,Y) depends linearly 
on m, for fixed X, Y € g. Consequently, [m] — 6,,, is a linear isomorphism 
of M,x(G@) onto Mtyx(g). This proves the lemma. 


Collecting all these results together we obtain the following theorem. 
We write G for the Lie group we have been concerned with. K is a connected 
abelian Lie group, A* a connected, simply connected covering group of 
K, and « is a covering homomorphism of K* onto K. 


Theorem 7.37. Let G be a connected and simply connected Lie group, 
and let K, K*, and « be defined as above. Then any K-multiplier for G is 
similar to one which is analytic on Gx G. For any analytic (respectively C®) 
K*-multiplier m*, eo m* is an analytic (respectively C°) K-multiplier for 
G, and every analytic (respectively C”) K-multiplier can be represented in 
this form; m,* and m,* are similar if and only if eo m,* and eo m,* are 
similar. If we associate with any equivalence class of central extensions of K 
by G the equivalence class of associated extensions of € by g, we obtain a 
one-one correspondence whose range is the set of all equivalence classes of 
central extensions of by g. These latter classes are in canonical one-one 
correspondence with elements of the space Ny(g). If we write K* additively 
and treat it as a real vector space, M,.(G) becomes a real vector space and the 
induced correspondence of M,.(G) with Mr(g) ts a linear isomorphism. 
Finally, a K-multiplier G is exact if and only if, in the associated extension 
of £ by g, the image of £ is a semidirect summand. 


5. EXAMPLES 


We shall now discuss a number of examples which illuminate various 
aspects of the theory described in Sections 1 through 4. We restrict our- 
selves to the case of (ordinary) multipliers and #+-multipliers. 
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Covering Groups: There is no direct connection between simple con- 
nectedness and exactness. We shall give, further on, examples of connected 
but not simply connected Lie groups admitting only exact multipliers, 
and of simply connected Lie groups whose multiplier groups are not 
trivial. There are, however, some elementary relations between multipliers 
and representations of a group and its covering group that may be 
worthwhile putting down. 

Let G be a connected Lie group, G* a connected and simply connected 
covering group of G, and 8 the covering homomorphism. Let x* — V,. 
be an irreducible unitary representation of G* in a Hilbert space By 
Schur’s lemma, V maps every element in the center of G* into a scalar 
multiple of the identity. Since the kernel Z of 6 is contained in the center 
of G*, it follows at once that V,.,.=y(2*)V,. for all z* € Z and a* € G*, 
x being a character of Z. This implies that for any g € G, all the operators 
V,. with 5(g*)=g, define the same element of the projective group of #. 
In this way, each irreducible representation of G* induces a projective 
representation of G. 

The relation between G and G* is also useful in another way. Let m be a 
multiplier for G and let m* be the multiplier 2*, y* — m(8(x*),8(y*)). It 
is then easily seen that m — m* induces a homomorphism, say h, of M(G) 
into M(G*). Since G* is simply connected, theorem 7.37 can be applied 
to the study of M(G*). In this way useful global insights into the structure 
of M(G) may be obtained. However, it must be remembered that A is in 
general neither injective nor surjective, so that, in this approach to the 
analysis of M(G) in terms of M(G*), the kernel and the range of A must 
both be determined. For example, if G is a torus, M(G) is trivial while 
M(G*) is nontrivial as soon as dim G*>1; if G is semisimple, M(G*) is 
trivial, but M(@) will not be (cf. supra). 


G=R:, a vector group in s-dimensions. In this case we can explicitly 
describe the multiplier group (cf. also Weyl [1], pp. 273-274). We formulate 
our conclusions in the form of the following theorem. It is an easy 
consequence of the results described in theorem 7.37. 


Theorem 7.38. For any real skew symmetric bilinear form p on R? x R*, 
(97) My 2X, Y > exp ip(z,y) 


is a multiplier for R*. The mapping which assigns to p, the similarity class 
of My, 1s an isomorphism of the additive group of all skew symmetric bilinear 
forms on R: x R: onto the multiplier group M(R°). In particular, all multi- 
pliers of R} are exact. 


Proof. It is trivial to check that m, is a multiplier for any bilinear 
form p on R'xR* (skew symmetric or not) and that My, +7,= Mp, Mp,- 
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To prove the remainder of the theorem we pass to the covering group R! 
of T and use theorem 7.37. Now, for any bilinear form p,2,y—>p(2,y) 
is an R!-multiplier for R* and it is exact if and only if it is symmetric 
(corollary 7.14). In particular, p,~p, if and only if p,—p, is symmetric. 
If p, and ps are skew symmetric, it is now obvious that p, ~ po, if and only 
if p, = po. If p is any bilinear form, we can always write it as p, +c, where 
p, is skew symmetric and c is symmetric; then p~p,. These conclusions 
then carry over to the 7'-multipliers m,. 

In order to complete the proof we go back to (95). We write B,= Bn, 
and prove that the mapping p — B, has the set of all skew symmetric 
bilinear maps of R* x R* into R! for its range (we identify g with R* also 
in the obvious fashion so that exp is the identity map). This is trivial, for, 
by (95), 


—iB,(X,¥)=2p(X,Y)  (X, YeR»), 


whenever p is a skew symmetric bilinear form on R*xR*. The last 
assertion follows trivially from the fact that 0 is the only skew symmetric 
bilinear form on R! x R!. 


Connected Semisimple Lie Groups: Suppose g is a semisimple Lie algebra 
over the reals and (§,«,8) a central extension by it of the abelian Lie 
algebra f£. Since /a[f] is semisimple, it follows at once that «[f] is the radical 
of h. By the Levy-Maléev theorem we conclude that there exists a sub- 
algebra b of h such that «[f]+6 = and a[f] A b=0. This observation also 
leads at once to the conclusion (cf. theorem 7.37) that if G is a connected 
and simply connected semisimple Lie group, then every multiplier for G is 
exact. Since the classical groups are semisimple, this result applies to the 
universal covering groups of these groups. For example, we may take G 
to be the connected component of the group of all invertible linear 
transformations of an s-dimensional vector space leaving invariant a 
nonsingular symmetric bilinear form. When s>2, G) is known to be a 
semisimple Lie group. If G denotes a universal covering group of Go, then 
all multipliers for G are exact. The examples of greatest interest from the 
physical point of view arise when s=3 and the bilinear form has a positive 
definite quadratic form, and when s=4 and the bilinear form has a 
Minkowskian quadratic form. In other words, the universal covering 
groups of the rotation and Lorentz groups (connected) admit only exact 
multipliers. 


Inhomogeneous Groups: The symmetry groups of space time cannot be 
semisimple because they contain the space-time translations as a normal 
subgroup. Therefore, the results derived in the previous example are 
inadequate for physical applications and it is necessary to extend their 
scope. We shall give here one such extension. 
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Let G be a connected Lie group and let p(x — p(x)) be a (not necessarily 
unitary) representation of G in a finite dimensional real vector space V. The 
map x,v—> p(x)v is analytic from Gx V into V and converts V into a 
G-space. The semidirect product 


(98) G, =@Gx,V 


can then be formed. G, (in the product analytic structure) is a connected 
Lie group; if G is simply connected, it is a simply connected Lie group. 
We identify V and G with closed subgroups of @,. V is normal and for 
xeG, ve V, xvx~-!=p(x)v. We shall call G, the inhomogeneous group 
associated uith G and p. 

Our purpose now is to prove a theorem from which it follows that 
under certain conditions the covering group of the inhomogeneous group 
admits only exact multipliers. We shall call the representation p of Gina 
real vector space V admissible if no nonzero skew symmetric bilinear form 
on V x V is invariant under p. 

The fact that many representations of a group are admissible is con- 
tained in the following lemma. Since we work with real vector spaces it 
has to be formulated in the context of absolutely irreducible representa- 
tions. A representation (x — 7(x)) of G in a real vector space W is said 
to be absolutely irreducible if the only endomorphisms of W which commute 
with all the 7(x) are scalar multiples of the identity. If G is semisimple, 
absolute irreducibility implies irreducibility in the usual geometric sense 
and absolute irreducibility of 7 is equivalent to the irreducibility of 
7 in the complexification of W (G semisimple). The classical Schur’s 
lemma can be formulated for absolutely irreducible representations as 
follows: if 7 and 7’ are absolutely irreducible representations of a semi- 
simple group G, acting in W and W’, then the vector space of linear 
maps LZ from W into W’ such that La(x)=7'(x)L for all xe G is of di- 
mension <1, the dimension being 1 if and only if 7 and 7’ are equivalent. 


Lemma 7.39. Let p be a representation of a connected semisimple Lie 
group G in V. Suppose that V is a direct sum of p-invariant subspaces 
V,,--+, V, such that for each i, (i) the subrepresentation p, (of p) defined by 
V, 1s absolutely irreducible and (11) there exists a nonzero symmetric bilinear 
form on V,x V, which ts invariant under p,. If the representations p,, po, +, 
p, are mutually inequivalent, then p is admissible. 


Proof. Let V* be the dual of V and for «eG and te V*, let p*(x)t be 
the element v —> t(p(x~*)v) of V*. Then p*(x)(t > p*(zx)t) is easily verified 
to be an invertible endomorphism of V*. It is also easy to verify that 
p* : x —> p*(z) is a representation of @ in V*, the so-called contragredient 
representation acting in V*. Now any bilinear form B on V x V gives rise 
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to a linear transformation 7', of V into V*, and B is invariant if and only if 
T'; intertwines p and p*, i.e., 


(99) Tap(x) = p*(x) T's 


for all xe G. Let V;*< V* be the annihilator of >,,, V;. Then p* leaves 
each V,* invariant. From the fact that p,; leaves a nonzero bilinear 
form on V,x V, invariant, it follows that there exists a nonzero linear 
map 7',, mapping V, into V,* and V, into 0 for 747, such that 7’, inter- 
twines p and p*. From the standard form of Schur’s lemma we conclude, 
using the mutually inequivalent nature of p,,---, p,, that the operators 
T',,:-+, I’, span the vector space of operators which intertwine p and p*. 
This implies that every operator which intertwines p and p* is a T, for a 
symmetric bilinear form Bon V x V. Hence any bilinear form on V x V 
left invariant by p is necessarily symmetric. Consequently, p is admissible. 


Theorem 7.40. Let G be a connected semisimple Lie group and p an ad- 
missible representation of G in a real finite dimensional vector space. Then, 
for the universal covering group C,* of G,, every multiplier is exact. In 
particular, if «(x —>a,) is a representation of G, into the group of auto- 
morphisms of the logic of a (complex separable) Hilbert space #, there exists a 
representation U(x* —> U,.) of G* in # such that for each x in G, a, 18 
induced by U,. for any x* in G,* lying above x. If p does not contain the 
trivial representation as a subrepresentation, U is the only representation of 
G,* with this property. 


Proof. Let us first describe G,* in a specific manner. Let G* be a 
connected and simply connected covering group of G and let e(xz* — x) 
be the covering homomorphism. Then poe=p* : x* — p(e(x*)) is a 
representation of G* in V. p* is obviously admissible and we form the 
group 
(100) G* = GS... 


It is clear that G,* is connected and simply connected and the map 
x*, v — e(x*), v is the covering map of G,* on G, (we identify V and G* 
with subgroups of G,* as usual). If « is the given representation of @, in 
the group of automorphisms of the logic of we know (cf. footnote in 
Section 1) that there is a projective representation V+ of G, in # which 
induces «. We lift V! to the projective representation V : a*, v > Vii)» 
of G,*. We now apply theorem 7.5. In order that a be induced by a 
representation of G,* in the manner described in the theorem, it is 
necessary and sufficient that there is a unitary representation of G,* 
which gives rise to the same representation as V in the projective group of 
HH; clearly this will happen if and only if the multiplier of V is exact. 
Also, the representation of G,* which induces « is unique up to 
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multiplication by a continuous homomorphism of G,* into the group 7 
(corollary 7.7). Thus, in order to prove the assertions of the theorem, it is 
enough to prove two things: first, that all multipliers for G,* are exact, 
and second, that G,* admits no nontrivial continuous homomorphisms 
into 7 under the assumptions made on p. 

We take up the first point. Let g, », and g, be the Lie algebras of G*, 
V, and G,*, respectively. » is an ideal in g,, g a subalgebra in g,, and 


Diy, 
D+9 = G- 
If £ is the representation of g in V that corresponds to the representation 


p* of G*, we shall, by using the canonical isomorphism of » on V, assume 
that p and ¢ act also on ». Thus, for Ze » and X € 4, 


(101) [X,Z] = p(X)(Z); 


this corresponds to the relation x*vx*”* = p(e(x*))u (x* € G*, ve V). 

In order to prove that all multipliers for G,* are exact, it is sufficient 
to prove that if f is any abelian Lie algebra and (§,p,q) a central extension 
of f by g,, then p[f]is a semidirect summand of §. We shall now demonstrate 
this. We write 


(102) vp’ = q~*(v) 
and 
(103) a’ = q-*(Q). 


q maps g’ onto g and the kernel of q is p[f]. Hence we conclude from 
lemma 7.25 that there exists a subalgebra qa such that an p[f]=0 and 
a+ p[t]= 9’. gis an isomorphism of a onto g, so that a is semisimple. Since 
pO g=0, 0’ MN acpi] so that v’ A a=0. In other words, 


bo Oa = 0, 


(104) 
b’+a = h. 


Now ov’ is an ideal in §, and so for any X Ea, (ad X)(Z) =[X,Z] lies in 
v’ whenever Z € vb’. Thus X > ad X defines a representation of a in v’. As 
plf] is central, ad X annihilates all the elements of p[f]. Therefore, as a 
is semisimple, there exists, by Weyl’s theorem (cf. Chevalley [3], pp. 70-73) 
a subspace b, such that 6, O p[f]=0, b, + p[f]=v’, and 5, is invariant under 
all ad X, X ea. Let 


(105) b = b, +4. 


b is a linear manifold, b M p[f]=0, and 6+ p[f]=h. Our claim that p[t] 
is a semidirect summand will be proved if we show that b is a subalgebra 
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of h. Since [X,Y] eb, whenever X €a and Y € by, and since a is a sub- 
algebra, we have only to show that [X,Y] eb, whenever X, Y are in by. 
We shall actually prove that [X,Y]=0 for X, Y in b,. Now q maps b, 
onto v, so that the abelian nature of v implies that, for X, Y €b,, 
[X,Y] € p[t]. We write 


(106) K,(X,Y) = p-*({X,¥])  (X, Ye by). 


K, is evidently a skew symmetric bilinear map of 6, x 6, into t. If Zea 
and X, Y € by, (X,[ Y,Z]]+[ Y,[Z.X]]=0, since this element is nothing but 
—[(Z,[X,¥Y]], and hence 0 as [X,Y] belongs to the center of . Therefore, 


(107) K,((Z, Y],X)+K,(¥[Z,X]) = 0. 


Now q is an isomorphism of the Lie algebra a onto g, and the vector space 
b, onto v. Therefore there exists a unique skew symmetric bilinear map 
K of » x » into £ such that 


(108) Ky(X",¥") = K(q(X').q(Y")) — (X", Ye b;) 
and 

(109) K((Z, Y],X)+K(Y[Z,X]) = 0 

for all X, Y in bv and Z in g. In other words, 

(110) K(6(Z) ¥,X)+ K(Y,6(Z)X) = 0. 


Since (110) is valid for all Z in g, we conclude that K is invariant under the 
representation p. If we choose a basis {A,,---, A,} for £ and write 


K(X,Y) = > K(X,Y)A. 


then each K; is an invariant skew symmetric bilinear form on » x v. Each 
K, is 0, as p is admissible. This implies that K=0. Therefore, K,=0. 
This proves that b=b,+a is a subalgebra of §. In other words, p({f] is a 
semidirect summand of h. 

We finally come to the second point, namely, to the proof that under 
the conditions mentioned in the theorem G,* admits no one dimensional 
representation other than the trivial one. If it does, g,=»+g will admit 
a nontrivial one-dimensional representation. Therefore there will exist a 
(complex valued) nonzero linear function A on g, such that A([X, Y])=0 
for all X, Y in g,. Since g is semisimple, every element of g is a linear 
combination of elements of the form [X,Y] with X, Y in g (cf. Chevalley 
[3], p. 67) so that A=0 on g. Let 2’ be the restriction of A to ». Then the equa- 
tion A({[Z,X ])=0, for X € v and Z eg, shows that the null space of 2’ is 
invariant under p. Since ¢ is semisimple, we can select a subspace 
complementary to the null space of )’ and left invariant by p. This space is 
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one-dimensional and so, as g is semisimple, we obtain a nonzero vector 
fixed by p. This is a contradiction. The proof of the theorem is now 
complete. 


This is a basic theorem insofar as relativistic applications are concerned. 
It tells us, for example, that any representation of the (connected) 
inhomogeneous Lorentz group can be obtained from a unitary repre- 
sentation of the covering group. To see this, all we have to do is take V as 
R*, G as the connected component of the group of Lorentz matrices acting 
on V, and x —> p(x) as the action of G in V. It is quite easy to check that p 
is admissible. In this special case, theorem 7.40 was obtained by Wigner 
{l] and, in his work, this theorem was the point of departure for his classifi- 
cation of relativistic wave equations. In the special case when G is the group 
of all invertible linear transformations of V leaving a nondegenerate 
quadratic form on V invariant (dim V > 2), theorem 7.40 was obtained by 
Bargmann [1]. 


Compact Groups. Much is known about multipliers for compact groups 
(cf. Moore [1]). We shall content ourselves with the proof of a simple 
result. 


Theorem 7.41. Let G be any compact group satisfying the second axiom 
of countability. Then its multiplier group is a torsion group, %.e., every 
element of M(G) is of finite order. If G is a torus, or a connected and simply 
connected compact Ine group, G admits only exact multipliers. 


Proof. Let m be a multiplier for G. By corollary 7.18 there exists a 
finite dimensional m-representation p(x — p(x)), acting in V say. Let 
¢ —> ¢'" denote a Borel nth root of @, i.e., a Borel map of T into itself 
which fixes 1] and whose nth power is the coordinate function {> ¢, n 
being the dimension of V. Then 


p : x —> (det p(x))*"p(x) 


is a projective representation of G; and p’ defines the same homomorphism 
of G into the projective group of V, as p. If m’ is the multiplier of p’, then 
m and m’ are similar. But det p’(x)=1 for all x so that for all x, y in G, 
[m'(x,y)]"=1. Hence (m)" is exact, proving that any element of M(G) 
has finite order. 

If G is a connected and simply connected compact Lie group, then G is 
semisimple by a theorem of H. Weyl (cf. Helgason [1]), so that G admits 
only exact multipliers. 

Suppose finally that G is a torus, say G=T7". Let e:v—>e(v) be the 
covering homomorphism from R’ onto 7’. If m is any multiplier for G, 
M,:¥,v' —> m(e(v),e(v’))is a multiplier for R’. Since m* is exact from some 
integer s>1, so is m,’. But the multiplier group of R* is canonically iso- 
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morphic to the R!-multiplier group of R’ which is a vector group. Hence 
m,° cannot be exact unless m, is itself exact. Therefore, there is a Borel 
function a from R’ to T such that m,(v,v’) =a(v +0’) /a(v)a(v’). Since e is a 
local group isomorphism, we can find a Borel function 6 on 7", with values 
in 7’, and an open set NV of 7” containing the identity, such that 


b(x 
(111) mew) = Fos 
for all x, ye Nx N. Equation (111) implies that m is exact (cf. corollary 
Tia: 


Groups Which Are Not Semisimple. If the Lie group G is not semi- 
simple, then it may admit nonexact multipliers. We shall now sketch the 
construction of the multiplier group for the inhomogeneous Galilean 
group. We closely follow Bargmann [1] in this discussion. 

If (x,t) (v=, Yq, 23) denotes the coordinates of space-time points, 
then an inhomogeneous Galilean transformation is a map 


(112) r:2,t—>a2',t’, 
where 


wv’ = Waet+itv+u, 


113 
t= t+, 


W being a rotation in 3-space (det W= +1), wu, v vectors in 3-space, and 
7 a real number. The set of all such transformations forms, under com- 
position, the so-called inhomogeneous Galilean group; we have, for the 
multiplication in this group, 


(114) (W,,v,u)(W’,7’,0',w’') = (WW' nt+n',Wo'+0,Wu' +u+n'v). 


If we associate with 7 the matrix 


W vu 
(115) Miry)={[0 1 7), 
0 Oil 


then r > M(r) is a faithful representation. The Galilean group is a semi- 
direct product; the subgroup A of all translations in space-time, 


(116) A = {(1,7,0,u)} 
is normal, the subgroup G of transformations 


(117) Go a {( W ,0,v,0)} 
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is a closed subgroup; A and G, generate the whole inhomogeneous group. 
In fact, 


(118) (1,7,0,x)( W,0,v,0) = (W.,0,%) 
and 
(119) (W,0,,0)(1,,0,u)(W,0,0,0)-? = (1,,0, Wu+y0), 


which exhibits explicitly the semidirect product nature. We denote the 
inhomogeneous group by G. The subgroup Go, unlike the Lorentz group, is 
not semisimple, and this accounts for some of the more subtle differences 
between the Galilean theory and Lorentzian theory. Let M and H denote 
the subgroups of Gy given by 


(120) MM = {(1,0,2,0)}, 
(121) H = {(W,0,0,0)}. 


M is a closed normal subgroup of Go, H is a subgroup with Gy>=MH,; 
moreover, 


(122) (W,0,0,0)(1,0,v,0)(W,0,0,0)-1 = (1,0, W»,0), 


so that Gp is once again a semidirect product, with respect to the action 
of H in M given by (122). 

Note also that the space motions of the form (W,0,0,u) constitute the 
subgroup S= UH, where U is the subgroup (of all translations in space) 
{(1,0,0,u)}. U is a normal subgroup of S and 


(123) (W,0,0,0)(1,0,0,x)(W,0,0,0)-1 = (1,0,0,Wx); 


therefore once again we have a semidirect product. 

The first step in determining the multiplier group of G is to examine 
the central extensions at the Lie algebra level. Theorem 7.37 reduces this 
to the question of determining the closed skew symmetric bilinear forms 
on g x g, modulo the exact ones. We shall now do this. As is customary, we 
denote the subalgebras of g by the German letters which correspond to 
the Latin letters that denote the analytic subgroups of G. The relations 
(116) through (123) give considerable insight into the structure of g. 
a is an ideal in g, g=a+Qo, AM go=0; m is an ideal in go, gs=m+5h, 
m O h=0; go and § are subalgebras of g. Also 3=u+h is a subalgebra, u 
is an ideal in 8, uM §=0. 

Since A, M, and U are abelian and since H acts on all of them via the 
inner automorphisms, H acts naturally on a, m, and u. The differential of 
this action is the usual adjoint action of ) on a, m, u. Thus, using the 
standard notation according to which [p,p’] is the linear space spanned 
by all elements of the form [X,Y] with X ep and Y ey’, 


(124) [h,m] < m, [hay Sa, 
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and 
(125) [h.p] = 0, 


where p is the one-dimensional subalgebra of g which corresponds to the 
subgroup {(1,7,0,0)} of A. 

Moreover, from (122) and (123) we sce that the representations of H 
in m and u are equivalent and absolutely irreducible and moreover, leave 
the Euclidean inner product on these invariant; these are therefore 
admissible by lemma 7.39. By a direct calculation or by use of the 
irreducibility of these representations of §, we find 


(126) [pm] =m, [Hu] =u. 
Moreover an easy computation shows that 
(127) [pm] cu, [um] = 0. 


Let B be any closed skew symmetric bilinear form on g x g. Then, for 
X, Yeaand ZE qo, we have, as [X, Y]=0, 


(128) Big Ya BX 2, 0 


Equation (128) shows that B is invariant under the representation of Gy 
in a. Since the action of G) on A leaves no nonzero bilinear form on 
Ax A invariant, (128) implies at once that B=0 on axa. Note that this 
has been proved for any closed form B. Next, we observe that g7=m+h 
satisfies the conditions of theorem 7.40. In fact, the group H is semi- 
simple and its action on M (which is isomorphic to 3-space) as given by 
(122) is, as observed by us already, admissible. Hence the restriction of 
B to go X Go is exact. Replacing B by a form which differs from B by an 
exact one, we may thus assume that 


(129) B— (0) Jon saxo sand 1G, x Ga. 


We shall study the form B on ax gy. Now a+ is a Lie algebra and a 
is an ideal in it. Moreover, the action of H on A, as given by (119), is 
admissible by lemma 7.39, since A decomposes into a direct sum of U 
and the one-dimensional space of time translations. Hence theorem 
7.40 applies once again and we conclude that the restriction of B to 
(a+) x(a+) is exact. Therefore, there exists a linear function q on g, 
vanishing on m, such that B(X,Y)=q([X,Y]) for all X, ¥ in a+}. Since 
h is semisimple, [h,h]= so that (129) implies that q vanishes also on b. 
If we define B’ by 


(130) BY (X,Y) = B(X,Y)—q([X,Y]) (x Yeqg<g): 
then B— B’ is exact and 
(131) B’=0 on axa,axh, and go Qo. 


286 GEOMETRY OF QUANTUM THEORY 
If X ep, Yemand Ze }, the identity 
B (XZ, Y])+ B(Z,LY,X])+ B(Y,[X,2]) = 0 


implies, in view of (131) and the relations [Y,X] € u, [X,Z]=0 (cf. (127)), 
that 


(132) B(x |Z, Yio: 
From (126) and (132) we conclude that 
(133) B= 0 on eye. 


We are now ready to prove that the set of closed forms, modulo the 
set of exact forms, is one dimensional. To this end, we must analyze the 
restriction of B’ to ux m. Now, for Z € }, we have, as [u,m]=0, 


(134) B'((Z,X],Y)+ B(X{[Z,Y]) = 0 


for all X, Y euxm. Since H induces equivalent representations on u and 
m, the vector space of bilinear forms on u x m has a one-dimensional sub- 
space of bilinear forms invariant under the natural action of H. Let Co 
be a basis for this space. Let C be defined as the unique symmetric bi- 
linear form on g x g such that C=C, on uxm and C=0 on all of axa, 
Go X Qo, ax bh, and pxm. Then (131), (133), and (134) show that B’ is a 
multiple of C. In other words, the vector space of closed forms modulo 
the subspace of exact forms has dimension <1. On the other hand, it is 
easily verified that C is actually closed. If C were exact, and C(X,Y)= 
q({X,¥]) for all X and Y in g, then the equation [u,m]=0 would imply 
that C=0 on ux m, a contradiction. Thus the space Mt,1(g) has dimension 
exactly 1. 

Therefore there exists a nonexact R!-multiplier m,* for the covering 
group G* of G such that every multiplier for G* is similar to one of the 
form 


x®, y* — exp[irm *(x*,y*)] 


for a suitable real number r. 

Actually mp * can be chosen to induce a nonexact R!-multiplier m, for 
G itself. Bargmann [1] has indicated a simple method for constructing mo. 
Let us write €=(W,n), C=(v,u). Then we can expand m, as a series 
>n Gn Where gy, is a polynomial in ¢,, ¢,, homogeneous of degree n and 
having coefficients which are functions of €, and &,. Since the ¢’s are 
transformed linearly in the group multiplication, it follows that each », 
satisfies the multiplier identities locally. This tells us that a simple and 
promising class of functions, in which we may search for the multipliers, 
would be the class of functions which are analytic in €,, £,, £,, 2, and which 
are bilinear in ¢, and ¢, for fixed £,, &. If we assume that my is of this 
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form and write down the multiplier identities, we obtain equations 
which are quite easy to solve. We find 


(135) mo(r,r’) = <u,Wo'>—<v,Wu'>+7'<v, W's, 
where ¢.,.> denotes the Euclidean inner product on 3-space and 
(136) r = (W,n,v,u), r = (W’,n’,v’,u’). 


It is of course necessary to check that m,, when lifted to a R!-multiplier 
m* for G*, is not exact. But suppose mo* is exact. Then m*(x*,y*) = 
My*(y*,x*) whenever x* and y* commute, and hence m,(zx,y)=mo(y,2) 
if x and y commute and are close to the identity. We contradict this by 
choosing x,=(1,0,sv,0) and y,=(1,0,0,su), with s near 0; 2,y,=y,2, but 
Mo(Xs,Ys) — Mol Ys,0,) = — 28" u,v>. 


Theorem 7.42. Let G be the inhomogeneous Galilean group. Then for any 
real number r 


(137) m,: 7,1 —> exp is [<u, Wo’) —<v, Wu’) +7'<v, WD] 


is a multiplier for G, where 
ie (W,n,v,u) and 1 = (W'.n’,v',u’). 


Every multiplier of G ts similar to one of this form. The m,, for distinct r, 
are not similar. In particular, m, is nonexact for #0. 


NOTES ON CHAPTER VII 


For a closely related treatment of multipliers see K. R. Parthasarathy, 
Multipliers on locally compact growps, Lecture Notes in Mathematics, 
No. 93, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1969. For a systematic treatment of the 
cohomology of locally compact second countable groups see the papers of 
C.C. Moore: Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 113 (1964), pp. 40-63, 113 (1964), 
pp. 64-86; 221 (1976), pp. 1-33; 221 (1976), pp. 35-58; see also his review 
article in Group representations in Mathematics and Physics, Lecture Notes 
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CHAPTER VIII 
KINEMATICS AND DYNAMICS 


1. THE ABSTRACT SCHRODINGER EQUATION 


In this chapter we shall use the main results of Chapters V through VII 
to study the dynamical and kinematical properties of quantum mechanical 
systems. This will lead to the Schrodinger equation, the well known 
formulas for the position, momentum, and spin observables, and to the 
standard expressions for the Hamiltonians which enter the quantum 
theory of the atom. 

The first problem we study is that of determining the dynamical 
group of a system, say G. According to our general principles, we must 
exhibit the dynamical group as a one-parameter group of convex 
automorphisms of the convex set of all states of GS. In this section we 
obtain the form of the most general dynamical group of a system whose 
logic is standard. Our analysis leads to the so-called abstract Schrodinger 
equation of motion. This equation, in its usual form, gives a set of direc- 
tions for computing the possible values of the energy observable and 
describes the development of the state of the system in time. In keeping 
with the spirit of our development, we can say that the Schrédinger 
equation gives the infinitesimal form of the temporal development of an 
arbitrary quantum mechanical system. 

Let us then consider a system G; the quantum mechanical character of 
S is put in evidence by the assumption that the logic of © is standard. 
We shall actually assume that the logic of SG is that associated with the 
complex number field. We write # for a separable infinite dimensional 
Hilbert space over € whose logic Y is isomorphic to that of G. We 
identify # with the logic of S. We write S for the convex set of all states 
Of Za 

According to our earlier discussion in Chapter III, the dynamical 
group of & is then to be described by a Borel one-parameter group ¢ > D(t) 
of convex automorphisms of “ the Borel structure being such as to make 
the maps 


t —> (D(t)p)(a) 
Borel, for all pe Y andae&. Now, by Gleason’s theorem (cf. Chapter IV), 
Apa is @ convex isomorphism of the set of von Neumann operators of 
288 
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trace 1 onto , pa being the state a > tr(P*A) (ac). Consequently, each 
D(t) induces an automorphism of the convex set of von Neumann operators 
of trace 1, so that we can select, for each t, a symmetry U, of # such that 


(1) D(t)p, = Pu,au,~3 


(cf. theorem 4.33). As D(t)= D(t/2)?, it follows that each U, is a unitary 
operator. Now, the map t—> U, need not have any measurability properties, 
as the choice of U,, for each t, was made quite arbitrarily. But, if w and v 
are unit vectors of #, and if we write A for the projection on the space 
spanned by w, and L for the space spanned by v, 


Pu,au,- (LZ) = |<Uu,v>|?. 


Consequently, the map ¢t—> |<(U,u,v>|? is Borel for all u,veH If we 
therefore write 7 for the canonical homomorphism of the unitary group of 
H# onto the projective group of #, this implies (corollary 7.2) that the 
map t—>7(U,) is a Borel homomorphism of R! into the projective group. 
Consequently it is induced by some projective representation of R! in # 
(cf. Chapter VII). Now, according to theorem 7.38, all multipliers of R! 
are exact. Hence there exists a (unitary) representation V 


of R! in #, such that for each ¢, and each von Neumann operator A of 
trace 1, D(t) is given by 
(3) D(t) : Ps > Pv,av,7}- 


The representation V is determined up to multiplication by a character 
of the rea] line, i.e., if V’(é > V,’) is another representation satisfying (3), 
then there is a real number c such that 


(4) Vy = eite i 


for all ¢. 

To the one-parameter group V we can apply Stone’s theorem (cf. 
Riesz-Nagy [1]). According to this theorem, there exists a unique self- 
adjoint operator H such that 


(5) V, = exp(—itH) 

for all t; the domain Y, of H is given by 

(6) a. {v : lim > (Vw—v) exists}, 
t-0 

and, for v € Dz, 


1 
Hy = ilim = (V—v). 
(7) v ey al’ v) 
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We can thus say, in view of (5) and (3), that H induces the dynamical 
group t—> D(t). Since the representation V is determined only up to 
multiplication by a character of the real line, D determines H up to an 
additive constant, i.e., H and H+c-1 (c real) induce the same dynamical 
group. Collecting these facts, we have the following theorem: 


Theorem 8.1. Given any self-adjoint operator H on the complex separable 
Hilbert space # of infinite dimension, there exists a unique dynamical 
group D(t—> D(t)) of F such that, for each t, D(t) transforms the state 
corresponding to the von Neumann operator A into the state corresponding 
to the von Neumann operator exp(—itH)A exp(itH). H and H+c-1 (ca real 
number) induce the same dynamical group. Conversely, any dynamical group 
D(t > D(t)) of convex automorphisms of S is induced in the above fashion 
by a self-adjoint operator H, and D determines H up to an additive constant. 
Finally, for any t, D(t) transforms the pure state determined by the unit 
vector u into the pure state determined by the unit vector exp( —itH)u. 


Theorem 11.1 is the central result of elementary quantum theory. It 
tells us that the dynamical groups of physical systems correspond one-one 
to one-parameter unitary groups and even to self-adjoint operators, 
provided we ignore additive constants in the self-adjoint operators. Now, 
according to our basic principles, the observables of the system are in 
one-one correspondence with the self-adjoint operators of # Conse- 
quently, we reach the remarkable conclusion that to every dynamical 
group there can be associated, in a canonical fashion, a class of observables, 
any two of which differ by an additive constant, and that any such class 
will generate a dynamical group. This conclusion brings us to a very 
interesting formal analogy with classical mechanics. In its Hamiltonian 
form (Chapter I, Volume I), the dynamical group of a classical system is 
determined also by a function H on the phase space, i.e., a classical 
observable, and, since H enters the differential equations in terms of its 
first-order derivatives, this observable in turn is determined by the 
dynamical group only up to an additive constant. 

Prompted by this analogy, we shall call any self-adjoint operator H, 
which induces the dynamical group of a system, a Hamiltonian of the 
system. Given a physical system, the observable which corresponds to a 
Hamiltonian of the system is undoubtedly a very crucial one, since it 
describes the dynamics of the system completely. In physics, this observ- 
able is usually identified with the energy of the system. We shall give, 
further on, some of the reasons that make this identification a very 
reasonable one. 

Assuming this identification, we can now recover the classical prescrip- 
tion of Schrédinger for the determination of the energy levels of the system. 
If uv is a unit vector of # which describes a pure state of the system under 
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consideration, and if P(H —> P,) is the projection valued measure giving 
the spectral decomposition of the operator H, then the probability 
distribution of energy, when the system is in the state corresponding to u, 
is the measure 


(8) H-> || Pzull?, 


if H has a purely discrete simple spectrum, say {Aj, Ag,---}, and if 
U;, Uy,-- are orthonormal eigenvectors of H corresponding to the 
eigenvalues A,, A2,---+, respectively, then A,,A2,--- are the possible 
values of the energy observable, say Hn, and, in the given state, 


(9) Pr(En = Xp) = |Xtiyst)|?. 


Let us now consider the dynamical group induced by the unitary group 
t->exp(—itH). It is well known, and easy to prove in the context of 
Hilbert spaces (cf. Gel’fand [1]), that there are vectors u in # such that 
t — exp(—7H)u is an analytic function of t with values in #; and that, 
moreover, such vectors form a linear manifold which is dense in # and 
on which H is essentially self-adjoint. If we take such a vector u and write 
u,=exp(—itH)u, then we obtain the differential equation 


(10) —- = —1Huy, |. U =u. 


The group t + exp(—itH) can be clearly recovered from (10). The equation 
(10) is thus the differential equation which describes the motion of the pure 
states of our system. We shall call it the abstract Schrodinger equation 
(cf. Dirac [1], pp. 108-111). 

From the representation t—> V, we can now determine how the 
probability distribution of any observable changes with time. Let € be 
any observable and A the self-adjoint operator associated with it. Let 
E — P, be the spectral measure of A. If the unit vector uw, represents the 
state at time t=0, then the distribution of é at time ¢ is the measure q, 
where 


(11) q(HZ) = <exp(itH) Pz exp(—ttH)uo,Uo>. 


It is of course quite possible that the distribution of € at time ¢=0 remains 
unchanged for all time, no matter what the initial state is. From (11) we 
infer that the necessary and sufficient condition for this is that 


Ve *P.V = P; 
for all ¢ and all Borel sets £, i.e., 


(12) exp(—itH) exp(—tsA) = exp(—tsA) exp(—7H) 
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for all s and t. The equation (12) yields, on differentiation, 
(13) [H,A] = 9, 


where (13) is interpreted in the strong sense, i.e., the spectral projections 
of H and A commute. In other words, the observable € must be simul- 
taneously observable with energy. In analogy with classical mechanics we 
shall call € an integral of the motion. The reader may notice that (13) is also 
the condition for é to be an integral of the classical motion determined 
by a classical Hamiltonian H, provided we interpret the bracket in (13) 
as the Poisson bracket. Later on, we shall come across further instances of 
this analogy. In particular, energy is always conserved during motion. 


We shall conclude this section with a few remarks on the “‘ Heisenberg 
picture.’’ Consider a system whose dynamical development is described 
by the one-parameter group t > V,. The pure states of the system then 
move in time along the parametrized curves t — V,u. We shall call these 
curves the motions of the system or, alternately, the dynamical states of 
the system. Clearly any such motion ¢ -> u, is completely determined by 
the vector uw). Hence the rays of the Hilbert space of the system can also 
be regarded as representing the dynamical states of the system. If wu and 
v are two unit vectors which represent the dynamical states € and n, 
respectively, the number |<u,v>|? can evidently be interpreted as the 
probability of finding the system in the dynamical state 7 when a measure- 
ment is made on it to find out whether it is in the dynamical state € or not. 
Thus |(u,v>|*, which depends only on the rays determined by u and », 
has an invariant physical significance. 

It is possible to reformulate the general prescriptions of quantum 
mechanics in terms of the concept of the dynamical state. We shall indicate 
how this is done by computing the probability distributions of the 
observables as time changes. Suppose x is an observable and A,=A its 
operator. Suppose that the system is in the dynamical state wu). Then, the 
probability distribution of x at time ¢ is the measure 


Q : HCP eV to, Vito>, 


where H -> P, is the spectral measure of A. If we write A,=V,-!AV,, 
then P!: E> V,~'P,V, is the spectral measure of A, and 


Q(#) = ¢Pz'to,Uo>, 


which describes q, entirely in terms of u,. We see, therefore, that the 
probability distribution of x at time t can be computed if we replace A 
by A,, but evaluate the relevant inner products with uw instead of u,. In 
other words, we may regard the change in time as inducing a change in the 
operators which represent x; the dynamical state remains unchanged. 
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It must be realized, however, that this is only an alternative language 
to describe the same state of affairs. In physical literature, this way of 
looking at things is called the Heisenberg picture and the dynamical states 
are called the Heisenberg states. Our original way of looking at things is 
referred to as the Schrodinger picture. 

If A is the operator which represents the observable x, then at time t, 
it will be represented by the operator A,=V,~-1AV, in the Heisenberg 
picture. The (formal) time derivative of A, at £=0 then becomes @[H,A], 
where we write V,=exp(—itH): 

(14) A = i[H,A). 


We thus obtain the celebrated principle of Heisenberg according to which 
the time derivative of an observable is 7 times the commutator of its 
operator (at time 0) with the energy. Appropriately interpreted, (14) 
retains its meaning in classical mechanics also. 


2. COVARIANCE AND COMMUTATION RULES 


We shall now consider a system such as a particle. A characteristic 
property of such systems is that one can associate with each of them, a 
certain C® manifold M, which is usually called its configuration space. If 
we are interested in a classical interpretation of such a system, M would 
actually be its configuration space. Suppose that G is such a system and 
that we are interested in a quantum mechanical description of SG. Suppose 
we still like to treat the configuration of the system as a physical 
observable. The mathematical way to put this in evidence is to assign, 
for each Borel set H&M, a closed linear manifold S(H#) of the Hilbert 
space # of S; S(#) will then represent the experimental statement that 
the configuration of S belongs to #. It is, moreover, natural to assume that 
the assignment H —> S(£) is a o-homomorphism of the Borel structure of 
M onto a Boolean sub-o-algebra of the logic # of % i.e., that the mapping 
E + PS = P,, which assigns to E the projection on S(£), is a projection 
valued measure based on M. 

Let us now suppose that we have in addition a Lie group G acting 
differentiably on M and that we want a description of our system which 
is covariant with respect to G (for example, we may treat a particle 
in a spherically symmetric potential field in space; M will then be R° and 
G will be the rotation group). We then associate, with each element g of 
G, an automorphism «, of the logic # of our system such that a(g — a,) 
is a representation of G in Aut(); moreover, in view of the simple 
meaning of the elements S(E) of Y, we shall require that « and S be 
related as follows: 


(15) o[S(H)] = S(g[Z)). 
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We take the point of view that (15) summarizes the physical assump- 
tions we have made. If G@ is a connected Lie group, we can select a 
projective representation U(g— U,) of G@ in # which induces a. Then 
(15) can be written as 


(16) U,P,U,* = Paz. 


If U is a representation, then (16) expresses the fact that (U,P) is a 
system of imprimitivity. If U were not a representation but its multiplier 
is exact, then we may change U to a representation so that it still induces 
a. In such a case, we may therefore say that the existence of a con- 
figuration space plus the requirement of covariance leads to a system of 
imprimitivity, the representation and projection valued measure of which 
have direct physical significance. The exactness of the multipliers of the 
projective representations which induce « cannot of course be always 
taken for granted. But in many cases this is the case (cf. theorem 7.40). 

The equations (16) can be written formally in their infinitesimal forms. 
Let U be a fixed representation satisfying (16). Let g be the Lie algebra of 
G. For any X € g and each t, x > exp(tX )-x is a diffeomorphism of M; and 
as ¢ varies, we obtain a one-parameter group. Let 7x be the vector field 
of this one-parameter group. For any f €C*(M) and xe M, we have 
(by definition), 


d 
(17) : (rxf (x) = di (f(exp(tX)-2z)),-0. 


For any real C® function f on M, let A, be the operator 


a 


(18) A, = |, faP. 


A, is possibly unbounded but self-adjoint. Then, (16) leads to 
(19) U,A,U,-* = Aye). 


Now, ¢ +> Uexpix) 18 @ representation of R1, and hence there exists a self- 
adjoint operator By such that exp(—i#Bx)=Ueix, for all t. By 
is determined uniquely and we have, formally from (19), 

A eae] = 0, 

[A;,Bx] = tA ays 

[Bx,By] = 1Bix.y3; 
aBy+bBy = Bax soy. 


We shall call the equations (20) the Heisenberg commutation rules (cf. 
(10), Chapter I). 
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The observables associated with the operators A, and B, which enter 
the relations (20) may be given interesting physical interpretations. We 
consider first the operators A,. We recall that for any set #, S(H) repre- 
sents the experimental statement that the configuration of S belongs to E. 
Now, from the formula (18) for A,, we see that the operator A, has the 
spectral measure F —> P;-1,, (F a Borel set of the line). Hence, if we 
denote by ¢ the observable corresponding to A,, the statement that the 
value of ¢ lies in F must be represented by the subspace S(f~1(F)). It is 
thus identical with the statement that the configuration of G belongs to 
the set f~*(F). In other words, if we observe, instead of the configuration 
x of S, the value of f at x, we obtain an observable whose associated self- 
adjoint operator is A,;. We shall therefore call these observables con- 
figuration observables. Note that the function f represents classically an 
observable with the same significance. Thus f — A, is an algebra homo- 
morphism which assigns to each classical configuration observable the 
“corresponding”? quantum observable. For example, if M=R*” and f is 
the kth coordinate function (t,,---,¢,)>¢#,, then A, is the operator 
which represents the kth configuration coordinate. 

On the other hand, the vector field ry gives rise to the classical mo- 
mentum observable corresponding to the symmetries t > exp(tX) acting 
on M, and the analogies we have so far developed with classical mechanics 
lead us to define By, as the quantum mechanical momentum observable 
corresponding to the symmetries generated by X. In other words, the 
covariance expressed by (20) can be formally regarded as describing 
certain commutation rules between the configuration observables and the 
momentum observables of the system. We have thus arrived at the real 
mathematical meaning of the celebrated commutation rules of physics; 
at the same time our extensive knowledge of systems of imprimitivity 
enables us to understand why they are so far-reaching. 


3. THE SCHRODINGER REPRESENTATION 


Given M and G, the main problem of course is to determine the pairs 
(«,S) which satisfy the relations (15). This is, at least in the special case 
when « is induced by a representation of G, nothing but the problem of 
determining the systems of imprimitivity for G which are based on M. 
The analysis of Chapter VI shows that such a determination is com- 
pletely known when G acts transitively on M. Fortunately, in many 
physical applications, G 2s transitive on M, so that these results can be 
applied. On the other hand, whether or not G acts transitively on M, 
there always exist the Koopman systems of imprimitivity associated with 
the invariant measure classes on M. In this section we shall explicitly 
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describe these latter systems in the form in which they are most familiar 
in physics. 

We start with the C® manifold M and a Borel measure v on it. We write 
H = $?(M,v). For any real C® function f on M we define A, to be the 
operator of multiplication by f: 


(21) Ape: 
For any C” vector field Z on M we define Bz as the operator 
(22) Bz: 9— —tZq. 


Both (21) and (22) are meaningful only when 9 is suitably restricted, 
certainly when y € C,°(M). Now, if we define A, rigorously by (21) on the 
set of all p such that » and fy are both in & then it is well known that A, 
is self-adjoint and is the closure of its restriction to C,*(M). On the other 
hand, it is not always possible to make B, self-adjoint even if it is formally 
symmetric on C,*(M); the well known example is of course the one 
where M=]0,o[, and Z=d/dx (v is Lebesgue measure). We shall now 
formulate the following useful lemma which describes a set of sufficient 
conditions for B,z to be essentially self-adjoint when defined by (22) on 
C7 (ae). 


Lemma 8.2 (van Hove [1]). Let tg, be a one-parameter group of diffeo- 
morphisms of M such that t, x>t-x = g,(x) is C© from Rx M into M. Let 
Z be the vector field induced by t>g,. Suppose that v is invariant under all 
the g,. Then, the operator Bz is symmetric on the domain C,(M), and its 
closure is self-adjoint in #. If we denote this closure by Bz also, then for 
any t, exp(—iBz) is the operator f>f% in #, v.€., 


(23) (exp(—#Bz)f)(x) = f(g *2). 


Proof. By definition, (Zp)(x)=((d/dt)p(t-x)),_. for all xe M and 
peC,”(M). We begin our proof with the observation that a complex 
valued Borel measure v’ is invariant with respect to the g, if and only if 


(24) | (Zp)dv' = 0 
M 
for all p € C,*(M). In fact, let u(s) = y(s-x)dv'(x). If v’ is invariant, u(s) 


is independent of s and hence has vanishing derivative, proving (24). 
On the other hand, if u is as above, we have, 


d 
Fe = | Zove-2\dr'(w), 


= i (Z(p-*))(e)dv' (2), 
M 
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so that (24) implies that w is a constant, giving the invariance of v’. This 
said, we come to the proof proper. For 9, 4 ¢C.°(M), 


ih olt-2)p(«)dr(e) = ie plaryb(t-?-«)dv(a), 


since v is invariant. Therefore, we have, on differentiation, 


[ Zerid» = | zp, 


and it follows that the operator B, : p—> —iZq is symmetric on C,°(M). 
We shall now prove that the closure of B, in # is self-adjoint. It is known 
from standard spectral theory that a necessary and sufficient condition 
for this is that for any nonreal complex number ¢, the operator Bz+¢-1 
map C,°(M) onto a dense linear manifold of # Suppose that foe # 
and 


a MN (Zo) frdv +l IL ei 0 


for all p in C,*(M). We must prove that fp =0. Let p=€/i. Then p is not 
purely imaginary and 


(25) [ Zortadr = p | ofua 


for all pe C.*(M). 


Consider now the manifold M’=R1x M and the one-parameter group 
t —>g,’ of diffeomorphisms of M’, where 


gi'(s,0) = (t+8,t-2). 


Write Z’ for the corresponding vector field; for we C,°(R!) and ye O,*(M), 
let w ® op be the function s, x > u(s)p(zx). Then, 


[ize &® ¢))(s,x)e*sfo(x)dv(x)ds = - = (s)e"Sds Ik 9x) fo(x)dv(x) 
re 


: { © Uijends ip (Zep)(2)fol)dv(e) 


as is easily seen by integrating by parts the integral with respect to ds in 
the first term and using (25). A standard approximation argument (cf. 
Schwartz [1], pp. 108-109) now leads to 


{{ (Z'w)(s,x)e°*f,(x)dsdv(x) = 0 
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for all weC,”(M’). In view of our observation at the beginning of the 
proof (cf. (24)) we conclude that the complex Borel measure A, where 


niu) = {[erfotw)dsar(, 


is invariant with respect to the group t — g,’. But dsdv is also an invariant 
measure. Hence for each t, we must have e°S*f)(t- x) =e°Sfo(x) for almost 
all s, a, i.e., 


folt-%) = e- *fo(x) 


for v-almost all x. Therefore, for each real ¢, 


[, oterltartey = (f LfotertPan(a) Jem 


and since p is not purely imaginary, we conclude that f, =0. As mentioned 
before, this proves that the closure of the operator p—> —1iZp is self- 
adjoint. 

Now the operators V,, where 


(Vif\(z) =f(t-*-2) (fe #), 


are unitary and V,=exp(—itA) for a self-adjoint operator A. Further, 
Ag= Bz whenever gp € C,*(M). Hence A must coincide with the closure 
of B,. This finishes the proof of the lemma. 


Consider now a connected Lie group G acting on M such that the map 
g,x—>g-x of Gx M into M is C®. Let v be a Borel measure invariant 
under G. We then take # = ¥?(M,v) and define 


Pry = xXz°, 


(26) 
(Ugp)(x) = p(g” *2). 


(U,P) is a Koopman system of imprimitivity associated with v and G. 
If we take # as the Hilbert space of a system with M as its configuration 
space and G as its group of symmetries, then we see that the configuration 
observables are represented by the multiplication operators A, (f¢C*(M)). 
For any element X € q, the Lie algebra of G, the momentum observable 
B, corresponding to the symmetries x — exp(tX)-x of M is the differential 
operator —i7x, where rx is the vector field on M defined by 


(ra\(2) = (F olexpX)-2)) 


t=0 
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the differential operator By = —i7, is the self-adjoint operator which is the 
closure of the operator g > —izyp on C,°(M) and U cexp ix, = eXP(— tt Bx) 
for all ¢. The B, and A, satisfy the commutation rules: 

[A;,A;] = 0, 

[By,A,] = tAgyny 

[By, By] = tBex, x35 
aBy+bBy = Baxsory 


(27) 


where f, f’ €C'”(M), a, b are constants, and X, Y eg; the equations (27) 
are valid on the dense linear manifold C,*(M). 

This particular representation of the equations (20) is known as the 
Schrédinger representation. From our point of view the relations (16) are 
the fundamental ones; the commutation rules (20) are to be regarded 
merely as their formal infinitesimal versions. The reason for the frequent 
appearance of the commutation rules in physical literature is simply due 
to the tradition in mechanics and physics according to which the laws 
governing physical systems were always expressed in the infinitesimal 
form whenever possible. Rigorous formulations of (20) can be given; 
but they get involved with the domain considerations inevitable in any 
considerations of unbounded operators, and the equations lose the global 
geometric flavor possessed by the “integrated” relations (16). The 
mathematical importance of the integrated versions of (20) seems to 
have been first recognized by Wey] ({1], pp. 272-276). 

When G acts transitively and freely on M, we may use theorem 9.17 
to conclude that every irreducible system of imprimitivity for G based on 
M is equivalent to the Koopman system. We may state this loosely by 
saying that every irreducible representation of the commutation rules 
(20) is equivalent to the Schrédinger representation. When M was R" and 
G was the group of its translations, this was first proved by Stone [3] and 
von Neumann [3]. Our method of proof, based on theorem 6.17, is that of 
Mackey [9]. This result means that the apparently special choices made in 
the Schrédinger representation, for representing the states and the 
position and momentum observables, are in fact the most general ones 
possible subject to the commutation rules (20), provided we assume 
irreducibility. We may thus regard this theorem as proving the iso- 
morphism of Schrédinger’s wave mechanics (based on the Schrédinger 
representation), and Heisenberg’s matrix mechanics (based on the 
commutation rules (20) only and not on any specific choice of the A, and 
B,), and thereby unifying the two great developments. 

The irreducibility of the (U,P) can be given an interesting interpreta- 
tion. The system (U,P) is irreducible if and only if the elements in the 
commuting ring of (U,P) are the multiples of the identity or if and only if 
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the smallest von Neumann algebra containing the spectral projections of 
the B, and A, is the ring of all operators in #. Let us define a self-adjoint 
operator A to be a function of the By and A, if A belongs to the von 
Neumann algebra generated by the By and the A,. Then every self- 
adjoint operator is a function of the By and the A,. On the other hand, 
if we consider the classical system with configuration space M, it 1s true 
that all the observables are functions of the configuration observables and 
the linear momenta. We thus see that the assumption of reproduci- 
bility corresponds (roughly) to the assumption that there are essentially no 
new observables other than the configuration ones and the linear momenta. 


4, AFFINE CONFIGURATION SPACES 


An affine space is a pair (M,V), where (i) V is a real finite dimensional 
vector space, and (ii) V acts freely and transitively on M. By the usual 
abuse of language we shall refer to WM itself as an affine space. V is said to 
be the vector space associated with M. For ve V we write t, for the 
transformation of M induced by v and refer to it as the translation by v. 
We write 

ty°% = c+. 


Given x and y in M, we shall write y— x for the unique element v of V such 
that t,-2=y. Since ¢_, and ¢, are inverse to each other, y—x= —(x—y), 
while the relation t,, ,,=t,t, leads to the equation (~—y)+(y—z)=x—z. 

A one-one map L of M onto itself is called an affine automorphism of M 
if there exists a linear automorphism L° of the vector space V such that 
for all x and y in MU, 


(28) La— Ly = L(x—y). 


Since for fixed x, y > (x—y) maps M onto J, it is clear that L° is uniquely 
determined by L. If L° is the identity, we shall call L a translation. If 
ve J, it is trivial to check that t, is a translation. Conversely, let L be a 
translation and let z and y be two points such that y= La. If we write 
y=x-+v, then it follows from the equation Lz, — Lz,=z,—2, that L is the 
translation x > x+v. If we choose a point «, ¢ M and map M bijectively 
onto V by the map v — 2 )+v, then the affine automorphisms of M are 
easily seen to be precisely those which go over to the inhomogeneous 
transformations 


(29) a—> L°a+b 


of V. Thus, in the notion of the affine automorphisms of M, we have an 
invariant description of the inhomogeneous linear transformations which 
are associated with vector spaces. 
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If we choose a basis v,,---, v, for V, and a point x, € M, then the map 
(30) (t,, hi oy t,) = %o+ (> t»,) 
j=l 


is one-one from R” onto M, and its inverse maps M onto R” bijectively. 
We shall call the inverse of (30) an affine coordinate system on M with 
origin in x. Suppose wo, x, € M, {v;,---, v,}, {wy,-++, w,} are two bases 
for VY, and y, y’ the affine coordinate systems of M associated with xp, 
{¥,,°°',U,} and x,, {w,,:-:,w,}. Then there exists (a,,---,a,)eR" and 
an invertible matrix (d;,)",_, such that, for any x¢M, the images 
(é,,°°+ tn) =y(x) and (t,’,-++,tn’)=y'(x) are related by 


(31) t) = > dity +a. 
j=l 


We thus obtain the usual formulas which connect the two coordinate 
systems. From the formula (31) it follows that there is a unique C® 
structure on M such that each affine coordinate system is a diffeomorph- 
ism of M onto R*. With this C®@ structure, the map v,2 > x+v is C® 
from V x M into M. 

It is obvious that M admits an invariant Borel measure, say dm. 
dm goes over to a multiple of the Lebesgue measure in R* under any affine 
coordinate system. From our analysis in Section 2 we conclude that the 
only irreducibly covariant systems with M as their configuration space are 
described by the Schrédinger representation. The Hilbert space of such 
systems can be taken to be #?(dm). The configuration observables are then 
represented by the multiplication operators. If ve V, the momentum 
observable corresponding to the symmetries x —> x+tv is represented by 
the operator B,: 

(32) B, = —10(v), 

where 0(v) is the usual linear differential operator associated with v. 
We shall call this the linear momentum observable in the direction of the 
vector v. 

If we choose now a point 2 € M, a basis {v,,---, v,} of V, and map M 
onto R®" with the help of the corresponding affine coordinate system y, 
we can obtain concrete forms for these results. For simplicity of descrip- 
tion we identify M with R* and # with #*(R"). Then the kth coordinate 
function, say q,, is represented by the operator of multiplication by t,: 


(33) Qe ~ Plbrs+ + +5 bn) > typltss: ++ th), 
and the linear momentum in the direction of the jth coordinate axis, say 
p;, is represented by the operator —7(é/dt;): 


. 
(34) py = P(t: mas t,) ar a OL. p(t: eee tn). 
7 
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The second of the commutation rules (20) then becomes 


(35) [Pi] = (— 178,51, 


which is the form in which the rules were stated first by Heisenberg. 
If is a unit vector in #& 1.e., 


(36) [, Peni 


then the probability distribution q, of the configuration of the system in 
the (pure) state represented by is given by 


(37) dol) = [ lp(ar)|2dme(z). 


Since we are identifying M with R® using a coordinate system, the 
formula (37) becomes 


(38) q.(H) = if ieee, ica 


The formulas (34) and (35) were first postulated by Schrédinger when M 
was three dimensional and the system to be analyzed was that of a single 
particle. Formula (34) gave the forms of the position operators, (35) the 
forms of the components of the linear momenta. Formula (38) gave the 
probability that in the state represented by 9, called the wave function 
of the particle, the particle is to be found in the region # and was first 
recognized by Max Born. From our point of view, we see that the whole 
development falls out of the assumption of affine covariance and the 
irreducibility of the system (U,P). 

The special forms of the configuration and momentum observables can 
also be used to illustrate the phenomenon of complementarity so peculiar 
to quantum theory. Suppose # U, P are as above. Let us choose an 
affine coordinate system for M and identify M with R* and # with 
£*(R") via this coordinate system. The expressions for the configuration 
observables show that they commute among themselves. On the other 
hand, the translation operators U,, also commute among themselves, so 
that the momentum operators B, commute among themselves. Let us 
now take a function pe £?(R*) of unit norm and compute the probability 
distributions of the vector observables q=(q;,---, ¢,) and p=(p1,° ++; Pn): 
For q, this is straightforward; it is 


(39) E> | lets aa eae 
E 
To compute the distribution of p we must use Fourier transforms. Let 


(40) F :b—o>g 
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be the Fourier-Plancherel transform of #2(R") onto itself which is the 
unique unitary automorphism of #?(R") with the property that for all 
weC(R"), 


A il - 
(41) Beet) = ooo | exp — dh t+ te] 
x h(ay,:+-, %,)dx,--+ dx, 


for all (é,,---,¢,)¢R" (Bochner-Chandrasekharan [1]). It is then easy to 
show that for v=(v,,---,v,), AU,F + is the operator of multiplication 
by exp [—2(v,t,+---+,f,)]. From this it follows easily that the spectral 
measure of B, is given by F > #~1P,, F, where 


(42) Fy, = {(ty,- ++, ty) 2 Uyby A ++ +O pty © FY 


(F a Borel set on the line). From (42) we see that the probability distri- 
bution of p in the state given by ¢ is 


(43) pe | ne, Eileen dee 
E 


Formulas (39) and (43) show the remarkable statistical connection between 
the configuration observables and momentum observables. If » is such 
that » vanishes outside of a small region S, the configuration of the system 
is localized in S statistically; formula (43) then tells us that the distribution 
of the momenta is very diffuse. Conversely, states » for which ¢ has a 
small region for its support localize the momenta; but the configuration 
observables will have diffuse probability distributions. 

No single state exists in which both the position and the momenta can 
be localized sharply and the same system exhibits both types of properties 
in appropriate states. 


5. EUCLIDEAN SYSTEMS: SPIN 


We shall now discuss the situation when ¢ is transitive on M but its 
action is no longer free. The different systems with M as their configuration 
space and @ as their symmetry group will now be labeled by representa- 
tions of the stability groups. In the special case when M is a three- 
dimensional Euclidean affine space and Ci is the covering group of its 
group of motions, this leads to the kinematical classification of such 
systems in terms of their spin. 

A Euclidean affine space is a triple (M,V,<.,.>), where M is an affine 
space with associated vector space V, and <.,.> is a positive definite 
inner product on V x V. By the usual abuse of language we shall refer to 
M itself as a Euclidean space. An affine automorphism ZL of M is called 
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a motion of M if the associated linear transformation L° of V is orthogonal 
with respect to <.,.) and has determinant +1. The set of all motions of 
M is a group, denoted by G. For each ve V, the translation t, :x—> x+v 
belongs to G and v >t, is an isomorphism of V onto a normal subgroup 
T, of G. For any x € M we write G, for the stability subgroup of @ at x. 
Given 2, € M and a basis {v,,---, vn} (w=dim V) of V, the affine coordinate 
system relative to these is called a Euclidean coordinate system, if 
{v,,-++,U,} is an orthonormal basis for V. It is clear that if we map M 
onto R” using a Euclidean coordinate system, @ goes over to the inhomo- 

geneous SO(n)-group in R" and G,, goes over to the rotation group 

SO(n), where 2p is the origin of the coordinate system. From this observa- 
tion we can obtain at once the structure of the group G. For any x € M, 


(44) G=TG@,  TyAG, = {identity}. 


Moreover, there is a canonical way to convert G@ into a Lie group. 7p) and 
G,, are closed, and G, is compact. If n>2, G is connected. If n>3, 
G,, is semisimple and its universal covering group is also compact. We 
shall choose a universal covering group G* over G and denote by 6 the 
covering homomorphism of G* onto G@. 6 is an isomorphism of 7'y*, the 
component of the identity of 6~+(7'y), onto 7’); on the other hand, for 
any xe M, §-+(G,)=G,* is connected, simply connected, and covers G, 
(through 5). G* is a semidirect product of 7')* and G,*. 

Suppose we consider a quantum mechanical system © for which a 
Euclidean affine space JM is the configuration space. Assume the dimension 
of M to be =3. For a description of G which is covariant with respect to 
the group G of motions of M, we must introduce a pair (U,P), where 
P(E — P,) is a projection valued measure based on M and U a projective 
representation of G such that for all g and £, 


(45) Clee an Paz. 


Both U and P act in H% the Hilbert space of S. Now the group G satisfies 
the conditions of theorem 7.40 and hence we know that the universal 
covering group G* of G@ has only exact multipliers. We may thus assume 
that the projective representation U arises from a unique unitary rep- 
resentation V of G* in #. V and P will then satisfy the relation 


(46) VoPeVg * = Poe (g* eG). 


The action g*, x > 8(g*)-x converts M into a transitive G*-space and (46) 
tells us that (V,P) is a system of imprimitivity for G*. (V,P) is irreducible 
if and only if the pair (U,P) is so. Conversely, suppose (V,P) is an irreduc- 
ible system of imprimitivity for G* based on M, acting in # Then the 
equation (46) shows that for any element g* in the kernel of 8, V,. 
commutes with all P;; but V,. also commutes with all the V,. (* € G*), 
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since g* lies in the center of G*. Hence the irreducibility of (V,P) will 
imply that V maps the elements of the kernel of § into scalars. From 
this we at once infer the existence of a projective representation U of G 
such that x* > U,,,., and «* — V,. will define the same homomorphism 
of G* in the projective group of #. 

Our problem is thus reduced to the determination of the irreducible 
systems of imprimitivity for G*, based on M. Unlike the situation 
involving only the translations, there exist now irreducible systems 
(V,P) which are not unitarily equivalent. From the general theory 
developed in Chapter VI we know that the unitary equivalence classes of 
our pairs (V,P) are in canonical one-one correspondence with the equiva- 
lence classes of irreducible representations of the stability subgroup G,,* 
at some point x,¢ M. However, the relation of unitary equivalence 
between the systems (V,P) is in general finer than the relation of physical 
equivalence; we shall call two systems of imprimitivity for G* based on M, 
say (V,P) and (V’,P’), acting in # and #”, respectively, physically 
equivalent if there exists a unitary or antiwnitary isomorphism W of # 
onto #” such that (i) P=W o P’ o W~1, and (ii) the representations V’ 
and Wo Vo W~! of G* in #’ give rise to the same homomorphism into 
the projective group of #’. Notice that as G* has no one-dimensional 
representations (cf. theorem 7.40), (ii) is equivalent to requiring that 
V’=WoVoW~?. If W is unitary we are back to unitary equivalence. 
But if W is antiunitary, the relation of physical equivalence will in general 
not imply unitary equivalence. We have, in fact, the following elementary 
result which clarifies the connection between unitary and physical 
equivalence. 


Lemma 8.3. Let X be a transitive Borel H-space for a lesc group H and 
let x € X be an arbitrary point. Let H, be the stability subgroup at xp. 
Suppose that m, (j=1, 2) are two unitary representations of Hy. Let (V’,P’) 
be the associated systems of imprimitivity acting in #’, say, j=1, 2. Then, 
in order that there exist an antiunitary operator W of #* onto H? such that 
V2=W 0 Vio W-1 and P?=Wo P}o W"?, it is necessary and sufficient 
that m, and mz be contragredient to each other. 


Proof. We choose a quasi-invariant measure a on X. Let 4%” be the 
Hilbert space in which m, acts. Then, according to the general theory of 
Chapter VI, there is a strict (H,X)-cocycle gy’, whose values are in the 
unitary group of #7 with (V,P’)~(V',P’), where (V/,P*) is associated 
with o’ and @ and acts in 2(X,47,«). We choose a fixed (but otherwise 
arbitrary) antiunitary automorphism S of #7 and write S~ for the map- 
ping of #7(X,%1,«) onto itself defined by 


(47) (S~f)(a) = Sf(z) (we X). 
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S~ is evidently an antiunitary automorphism of L(X, Hc) and 
S~ P'S~-1= P!, as may be easily calculated from the formula P;’f=xef. 
We write 


(48) 0 = §~V1s~-}, 


(0',P*) is also a system of imprimitivity for H based on X. Moreover, 
using the formula (39) of Chapter VI it can be easily calculated that (ok 
is the system associated with the strict cocycle ¢', where 


(49) $ (9.2) = Spr(g,4)S~*. 


Thus there exists an antiunitary isomorphism W of #?(X,%1,a) onto 
LUX, H?,x) such that WV1W-1= V2 and W P'W-'= P? if and only if 
there exists a unitary isomorphism W’ which sets up an equivalence 
between (0',P1) and (V2,P2); in fact, W’ and W are related by the 
equation W’=WS~~}. Hence a necessary and sufficient condition that 
there should exist an antiunitary operator W such that Wo V'o W~ t= V? 
and Wo P!.o W~-1=P? is that the cocycles ¢* and g? define equivalent 
representations at Zp, i.e., the representations m, and Som,oS7? are 
equivalent. Now there exists a canonical antiunitary isomorphism S, of 
#* with its dual which intertwines m, and its contragredient m,°, i.e., 
m,=S,~*m,°S,. Thus our necessary and sufficient condition reduces to 
the equivalence of m, and (SS,~*) o m,° o (SS,~1)71, ie., of mz and m,°, 
since SS,~1 is unitary. This proves the lemma. 


Applying this lemma to the case with which we are concerned (since 
G,,,* is compact, its irreducible representations are all finite dimensional), 
we conclude that the physical equivalence classes of irreducible systems 
(V,P) are in one-one correspondence with physical equivalence classes of 
representations of G,,.*, where two representations of G,,* are defined to be 
physically equivalent if they are either unitarily equivalent, or are contra- 
gredients of each other (it is easy to verify that this relation is an 
equivalence relation). In this sense, therefore, we have arrived at the 
complete solution to our problem. 

All that remains is to obtain the explicit expressions for the systems of 
imprimitivity. We use dm for the measure on M which is invariant under 
the translations. It is obvious that dm is invariant under the motions of 
G,.* so that it is invariant under the action of the whole of G*. To com- 
plete the construction, we must determine, for each irreducible repre- 
sentation s(h — s(h)) of G,,*, a strict (G*,M)-cocycle g* with values in the 
unitary group of the Hilbert space % in which s acts, such that y* defines 
the representation s at x). We shall construct g* in the following way. 
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Since 7')* is normal in G* and G*= T)*G,,*, we have, for any g* € G*, 
the unique decomposition 


(50) g* = t(g*)r(g*) (AG) 6 T*, rig") € G,.*). 


The equation g,*g2* =t(g,*)[7(g,*)t(g2*)r(g,*) ~Ir(g.*)r(g2*) shows at 
once that 


(51) r(9i*92*) = r(gr*)r(go*) (91 *, Ga* © Gz,*). 
Moreover, for g* in G,,*, 
(52) Ag Fatima: 


(51) and (52) show that, if we define oy’ by 
P*(g*,x) = s(r(9*)), 


then 9° is a strict cocycle of the type we want. 

We are finally in a position to describe the irreducible pairs (V,P) 
explicitly. Let s(h —> s(h)) be an irreducible representation of G,* in a 
(finite dimensional) Hilbert space 4% and let 


(53) HK LAM A ain), 
For H&M and g* € G* we define 


Pap = Xe", 
(V5-b)(x) = 8(r(g*))b(8(g*) ~*-2). 


Then (V%,P’) is the system of imprimitivity corresponding to the 
irreducible representation s of G,,*. 

The most important special case of the preceding discussion arises when 
M is three dimensional. We shall now proceed to consider this case in 
somewhat greater detail. We select a Euclidean coordinate system y 
with origin x). Using y, we shall identify M and V with R®; the bilinear 
form on V x V becomes the usual one. G will then be identified with the 
group of all rigid motions of R*. G,, goes over to the rotation group 
SO(3). We write Gp for G,,, and Go* for G,,*. 

We shall first construct an explicit covering of Gy by G* following 
the well known construction of Weyl ({1], pp. 143-146). We introduce the 
Hermitian matrices (Pauli spin matrices) 


(9 1 (0 -i ay 0 
sas a=(; 0} a= (, 0) = (, 1) 


and the correspondence x —> A(x), where xe R® and 


(54) 


(56) A(x) = 410, +2%202+%303. 
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(57) Got = SUZE): 


Then for g* € Gy*, A(x) — (g*)A(x)(g*)~ | is a linear transformation of the 
vector space of all 2x2 Hermitian matrices of trace 0. Hence, via the 
correspondence (56), we obtain a linear transformation 4(g*) of R*: 


(58) A(8(9*)x) = g* A@)y* 


Since det A(x) = —(a,2+2?+ 257) is preserved under unitary similarities, 
6(g*) is an orthogonal] transformation of R°. It is well known that 
5(g* —> 8(g*)) is a covering homomorphism of G)* onto Go. Since the 
group G@ consists of elements (g,v) (v¢ R°,g € G,) with the composition 


(59) W@v)G5v') = (99 .v+9-¥'); 

we may define G* to be G,* x R° with the composition 
(60) (9*,v)(g*'.v') = (9*9*.v + 8(9*)v’). 
The map 

(61) 8 : (g*,v) —> (8(9*),¥) 


is a covering homomorphism from G* onto G. 

It is useful to describe the one-parameter subgroups of G.* which map 
onto the familiar rotations around the axes. An easy computation leads 
to the following. If t > g,*(#) are the three one-parameter subgroups of 
G,* defined by 


: A, ‘. cos t/2 isin ¢/2 
93*(t) = ) gi*(t) = ( ) 


) asint/2 cos t/2 
(62) 
cos t/2 sin t/2 
ary =(_% ey, 
—sin t/2 cos t/2 
then ¢t — 8(9,*(t)) =g,(t) is given by 
cos t sin t 0 1 0 0 
g3(t) = | —sint cos ¢ Oi: 7,4) = [0 cos t sin t }, 
0 0 | 0 —sint cos t 
(63) 
{cost QO —sint 
g2(t) = \° 1 0 
sin ¢ 0 cos t 


The theory of the irreducible representations of G,)* is well known 
(cf. Weyl [1], pp. 143-180). The equivalence classes of these representa- 
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tions are labeled by a parameter 7 which takes the values 0, 4,1, 3,+-:. 
For a given j, the associated representation, say D’, is of dimension 
2j)+1. and there exists an orthonormal basis in the representation space 
of D’, say {v;, : v=j, j—1,---, —Jj}, such that 


(64) D(g3*(t) yy = eMv,,. 


The basic representation g* —> g* corresponds to j = }. The representations 
D’ for integral j map the kernel of 5 (={+ 1}) into the identity, and hence 
induce representations of Gy. The other D’ induce only projective repre- 
sentations of Go. 

An explicit realization of the D’ can be obtained as follows. We regard 
G)* as operating in the obvious manner on €?=W and consider the 
tensor product W®%=W ®@---@ W (N factors, N=27). Then W®” is a 
Hilbert space of dimension 2%. If we define, for g* € Go*, z(g*) by 


(65) a(g*) = 9* @---@g*, 


then 2(g* — m(g*)) is a representation of G* in W®". a leaves the space of 
symmetric tensors invariant. Let W’ be this subspace. Then W’ is irreduc- 
ible under 7, and the representation defined by W’ is equivalent to D’. 


| te e the reader can trivially check that 


(66) a(g93*(t))(e1 @- ++ @ e1) = e*(e, @- ++ @ 4). 


Finally, as the representations D’ have different dimensions for distinct 
values of j, and as mutually contragredient representations have the same 
dimension, we see that each D’ is contragredient to itself. In view of our 
earlier discussion, the physical equivalence classes of the pairs (a,S) 
satisfying (15) depend on the parameter j (7=0, 4, 1,---), and for any 9, 
(«,S) is the pair obtained from the corresponding system of imprimitivity 
induced by the representation D’ of Go*. 

The Hilbert space of wave functions of a typical system which is 
irreducibly covariant under the Euclidean group of R® can thus be 
regarded as the space # of square integrable Borel functions on R* 
whose values are symmetric tensors of rank (N=2j) over the two- 
dimensional complex space W. Let W’ be the Hilbert space of symmetric 
tensors of rank 2j over W with norm |-| and inner product ¢.,.> induced 
naturally from W. Let D’ denote the representation of Go* in W’. Then, 
for the elements % of #’, we have 


(67) ir |yr(x)|?dx < 0, 


and for any element (g*,v) of G*, we have 


(68) (Voge, wt)() = D?(g*)b(5(g*)- *x — 8(9*) ~*v), 
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while P, is, as usual, the operator ys —> y,%. The operators of V induce the 
lattice automorphisms corresponding to the elements of G. 

The formulas (67) and (68) are the usual ones in physical literature 
which express the “transformation of wave functions when the frame is 
rotated.” Note that if (g,v) is any Euclidean motion, (68) tells us that we 
must first transform y into the function x > %(g~'x—g~'v), and then 
multiply the result by the matrix D’(g*), where g* lies above g. There is of 
course an ambiguity in the choice of g*; but this only changes D’(g*) into 
+ Di(g*) and the resulting lattice automorphism depends only on g. 
For integral values of j, there is no need to go to G*, as D’ defines already 
a representation of G itself. 

From (68) we can obtain the expressions for the various momenta 
corresponding to the elements of the Lie algebra of G. If ve R°, and we 
consider the translations x > x +tv of R°, we obtain, for the corresponding 
linear momentum B,, the expression 


(69) B, : > —id(v)y, 


where 0(v) operates componentwise. This is exactly the same as in (32). 
On the other hand, we now have in addition the angular momenta, which 
correspond to the various one-parameter subgroups of G)*. Let X,, Xo, 
and X, be the elements of the Lie algebra of G)* which correspond to the 
one-parameter groups g;, Jz, and g3, respectively. If M,, M., and M3 are 
the corresponding momentum operators, we have, from (62), (63), and 
(63), for¢ =). 253, 


(70) Mx = {0 + Di(X,)p}, 
where 

01 = “78 ae Ox,’ 

0 
ral <tr 
a” Pace on, ma 0X3 
o QO 

03 = —% a, Be,’ 

and 
ice Ce 
(72) D(X, = (5 Dw) 
t t=0 


It is usual to write M,° for id, and M,° for the operator b > 1Di(X,)p. 
M, is called the angular momentum around the x,-axis. The operators M,° 
and M,° are actually defined by the relations 

exp(—i#M,°) = AY, 

exp(—wM,*) = B,, 
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where t-> A;’ is the one-parameter group defined by (A,)-(x)= 
w(5(g,*(t))~*x), and t—> B,’ is the one-parameter group defined by 
( By") (x) = D’(g,*(t))b(x). Since A,’ and B,* commute, so do M,° and 
Me: 


(73) [Ate M2] = 0 Ce ie i 2 3). 


M,° is called the orbital angular momentum around the z,-axis, and M,5 
is called the spin angular momentum around the z,-axis. By lemma 8.2, 
M,° is essentially self-adjoint on C,°(R?,W); M,° is bounded. Moreover, 
M, is also essentially self-adjoint on O,°(R°,W). 

We note that the group G,*, as well as its one-parameter subgroups, is 
compact. Hence for any element X of the Lie algebra of Gy*, the operator 
Bx (defined by exp(—7#Bx) = Veexp ix) Will have a discrete spectrum. From 
the formulas (62) it follows at once that the angular momentum observables 
M, have only the half integral numbers 0, +4, +1, +3,--- as their 
possible values. This was one of the earliest facts recognized in quantum 
mechanics and emphasized by Niels Bohr (cf. Weyl [1], pp. 185 -191). 

The formulas (54) show that insofar as the translations of M are con- 
cerned, we have the usual system of imprimitivity for the translation 
group. However, if 740, this restricted system is no longer irreducible. 
Therefore there will be observables which will be simultaneously measur- 
able with respect to the linear momenta and the configuration observables. 
The operators M,°, M,°, and M,° correspond to such observables as can be 
directly verified from the equation 


M's = iD'(X,)p. 
These are usually called the spin observables. Note that each M,° acts 
only on the components of %, and not on the argument x of 4. The possible 
values of M,° are just 27 +1 in number; these are 7, 7 —1, 7 —2,--+,—j. 
The parameter j, which enters so basically in the description of the system, 
is called the spin of the system. 
The case 7=4 is of special interest. In this case, the y’s map R? into 


C2, so that each % can be written as (**). where #, and yw. are square 
2 


integrable on R°. A brief calculation then shows that the operators M,° 
are described by 


(74) M,? : ip gm 2o,p, 


where o,, a2, and oy are described by (55). The observables M,° have only 
the two possible values +3. 

With this we have completed what might be called the kinematical 
description of covariant systems with a Euclidean configuration space. 
We have obtained the usual expressions for the familiar observables and 
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shown that the introduction of the spin observables is an inevitable 
consequence of the geometry of the configuration space. This seems to be 
the mathematical meaning of spin. 


6. PARTICLES 


We shall now use the analysis given in Sections ] through 5 to develop 
some of the formulas and expressions which are at the heart of non- 
relativistic quantum mechanics, namely those dealing with the mechanics 
of one particle. We shall, however, not go into many details. In the next 
chapter we shall make a deeper examination of the relativistic nature of a 
particle. Our present remarks are thus intended to be brief and serve 
only the purpose of a formal description of a few standard facts of 
quantum mechanics. 

We shall first examine the usual description of a “free” particle. 
Clearly one would like to associate with a free particle a configuration 
space M and therefore give meaning to statements about the position 
of the particle. At the same time, the basic nature of such a system 
requires a covariance with respect to the whole group of motions of M. 
We assume that JM is a three-dimensional Euclidean affine space. Then the 
results of Section 5 may be applied to yield the result that these systems 
are labeled by the spin parameter 7. To specify the system completely we 
must determine also its Hamiltonian. Now the Hamiltonian H cannot be 
an arbitrary self-adjoint operator since one would like our system to 
possess the usual rules of conservation of momenta. According to our 
principles (cf. Section 1), the requirement that the momenta be integrals 
of motion leads at once to the condition that the dynamical operators 
exp(—itH) commute with the operators V,. which correspond to the 
various elements g* of G'* (cf. (13), (14)). 

Let us now determine the most general self-adjoint operator H such 
that exp(—7itH) commutes with all the operators of the representation V. 
We consider the case when the spin is 0. We choose a point x) ¢ M and a 
Euclidean coordinate system with 2, as origin. We can then identify M 
with R* and the Hilbert space of the system with ¥?(R°). If (g*,v)<eG* 
and ye ¥?(R°), 


(Vio wt )(x) = ¥((g*) (x—v)) (xe R9). 


Let F: o> yt be the Fourier-Planchere] transformation of #?(R%) onto 
itself (cf. (41)). Then a straightforward calculation shows that 


(75) (F Vege, wyF ~*p)(x) = exp[—%<x,v>]- p(8(g*) ~ +x). 
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Let K= FHF ~*. Then the fact that K commutes with all the operators 
FV. yF~* implies that K is the operator of multiplication by some 
Borel function & (possibly unbounded). If we now use the condition that 
K commutes with all the operators FV... 9.%~1, we can conclude that 
for each rotation g, k(x)=k(g~'x) for almost all x. From this it follows 
quite simply that k must coincide almost everywhere with a Borel function 
of x,2+2,?+237. We may therefore conclude at once that H must be a 
Borel function, in the sense of the functional calculus of spectral theory, 
of the Laplacian, V: 


ales @? oO 
Bu? * Gx? * Bx? 


(76) ee 


A similar argument shows that, conversely, for any Borel function k,(V), 
the operators exp[—itk,(V)] commute with all the operators of the 
representation V, so that in the system with Hamiltonian k,(V), all the 
linear and angular momenta will be conserved. 

Covariance with respect to the group of motions of M cannot therefore 
pinpoint the Hamiltonian H of a free particle other than up to a function 
of V. The usual form of H can be obtained only after we introduce the 
notion of relatwity. If we demand that the system be covariant (in a 
suitable sense) under the full space-time Galilean group, then one can 
show that the only possible Hamiltonians are of the form 


1 
(77) H = -5-V, 


where m is a real number; we choose m>0 so that the spectrum of # is 
bounded below (positivity of energy). We shall not go through the 
calculations here; we shall prove (77) in the next chapter, where we take 
care of the case of arbitrary spin also. 

The formula (77) is truly remarkable; for, if we notice that the operator 
p, = —U(0/éx,) corresponds to the linear momentum along the z,-axis, 
then (77) can be rewritten as 


] 
(78) H = oi (p17 +27 +s”). 


Formula (78) is also true if we interpret both sides classically; H is then the 
well known Hamiltonian for a free particle of mass m. Thus equation (78) 
further deepens the formal analogy between classical and quantum 
mechanics. 

If we are dealing not with a free particle but one moving in a potential 
field, then it is natural to assume that the expressions for the momentum 
and position observables retain their validity. But the expression for 
energy will now have to be different. It is natural to retain (78) for the 
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kinetic energy of the particle and add to it a term involving the potential 
energy. Now the potential energy must be regarded as a function of the 
position of the particle only and hence must be represented by an operator 
which is a function of q,, 72, and q3. We thus arrive at the expression of the 
Hamiltonian for a particle moving in a potential field: 


] 
(79) Hy, = Sn (1? + Po? + p37) + S(91,9259a); 


where S(q,,99,93) is the operator of multiplication by the function S on R°; 
the operator S represents the potential energy of the particle. Strictly 
speaking, one must be rather careful about (79), since we are adding to 
the cperator (1/2m)(p,2+p.?+ 52) another self-adjoint operator of 
possibly unbounded character. However, in a large number of physically 
interesting cases there is no ambiguity about the definition of H, as a 
self-adjoint operator. The formula (79) would then complete the description 
of the one-particle systems. 

Consider now a special case when S is a C® function and of a sufficiently 
simple type so that H, is essentially self-adjoint on the space of C® 
functions with compact supports. If we now use the Heisenberg picture 
and compute the time derivatives of the p,’s and q,’s we find, from (79) 
and (14), on C,°(R%), 


ar 0H s/0q,, 
0H /0p,, 


DP; 


(80) ‘ 
Ee 


where GH,/0q, is the operator of multiplication by 0S/éq,, and 0H;/ép, 
is the operator (1/m) p,. These are the analogues of the classical Hamilton- 
ian equations in their operatorial form. They formed the point of departure 
for Heisenberg’s classic approach to the problems of the atomic systems. 
On the other hand, (79) was the starting point of Schrédinger’s investiga- 
tions. These two approaches, together with the statistical interpretation 
of Max Born (ef. (39)), were the beginning of the epoch which led to the 
modern revolution in physics (cf. Weyl [1)). 

We conclude with two remarks bearing on our special assumptions on 
the configuration space. Our main assumption is that M is a Euclidean 
affine space. This in fact was decisive since it determined the structure of 
its group of motions and cleared the way for the application of the main 
theorems dealing with systems of imprimitivity. However, there are other 
interesting classes of spaces on which the motions act transitively; for 
example, the Riemannian manifolds with constant negative curvature 
(cf. Helgason [1]). In this case, it would be of interest to carry out an 
analysis analogous to what we have done, at least when the curvature is 
small. In particular, it would be of interest to compute the spectra of 
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various important Hamiltonians as functions of the curvature e, for small 
e<0. 

Our second remark concerns the existence of configuration space. This 
led to our being able to calculate, for any state of our system, the 
probability that a particle is found in a specified region of the space M. 
However, there are interesting physical arguments which prohibit, for 
certain particles like the photon, the possibility of experimentally verify- 
ing whether they are in a specified region of space. Such particles cannot be 
described, even kinematically, by the considerations of this chapter. We 
shall examine these questions from a different and more unified point of 
view in the next chapter. 


NOTES ON CHAPTER VIII 


1. Quantization. Roughly speaking, Quantization refers to a process by 
which one establishes a “‘correspondence”’ between certain classical and 
quantum systems. The mathematical requirements of this correspondence 
are, however, capable of being formulated in many ways and so there are 
several approaches to quantization. Historically it was Niels Bohr who first 
understood the importance, and even the necessity of constructing such 
correspondences. His celebrated “‘ correspondence principle” was based on 
his discovery that for electron orbits with “large”? quantum numbers, his 
new frequency energy relation approximated quite closely the classical 
relation; here large means large in relation to #. Thus it became possible to 
view Quantum Mechanics as a generalization of classical mechanics whose 
results were approximated by those furnished by classical theories when 7%, 
now treated as a parameter, tends to 0. With the discovery of Quantum 
Mechanics by Heisenberg, Schrodinger, and Dirac, the relationship between 
classical and quantum theories became clearer. In the Schrodinger repre- 
sentation, the classical state space is the phase space R®”= R” x R” while 
the quantum Hilbert space is L*(R"), and one “associates” to classical 
observables which are functions of q),...,@n. DPis+++)Pn, the quantum 
observables obtained by the correspondence 


q;>Q = multiplication by q;, 
Dpj3> io 40 = Py. 
; aq; 
However, since the P; and Q, do not commute, such correspondences are 
not precisely defined even at the formal level, and so one needs additional 


prescriptions. The first rigorous quantization appears to be that of Hermann 
Wey] [1] (pp. 272-280) who associated to the classical function 


a= a4; 2099 On» Pr +++) Dn) 
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the operator A where 


A= [aC 14m Dios Ua) 
x exp{ih(u,P, +... +UnPat$01Qi + --- $UnQn)} duy...dun,dv,...dWn, 


where @ is the inverse Fourier transform of a and the exponential is inter- 
preted via the unitary representation of the Heisenberg group. Since then 
this theme has been examined repeatedly and from many other points of 
view. It is natural to replace the classical phase space R2” by a symplectic 
manifold of dimension 2n, or at least by the cotangent bundle of a “‘con- 
figuration manifold” of dimension n. The questions involve the differential 
geometry and cohomology of these manifolds as well as the analytical 
aspects of symplectic geometry and Fourier transforms. The following is a 
partial list of sources. 


M. Flato and D.Sternheimer, in Harmonic Analysis and representations of 
semisimple Lie groups, edited by J. A. Wolf, M.Cahen, and M. de Wilde, 
Reidel, Dordrecht, 1980, pp. 385-448. 

V.Guillemin and S.Sternberg, Geometric Asymptotics, Mathematical 
Surveys, No. 14, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, R.I., 1977. 

B. Kostant, in Lectures in Modern Analysis and Applications, II. Lecture 
Notes in Mathematics, No. 170, Springer-Verlag , Berlin, 1978, pp. 87-208. 

J. Leray, Lagrangian Analysis and Quantum Mechanics, M.I.T Press, 
Cambridge, Mass., 1981. 

V.P. Maslov, Theorie des perturbations et methodes asymptotiques, suive de 
deux notes complementaires de V.I. Arnold et V.C’. Buslaev, Paris, Dunod, 
1972 (tr. by J. Lascoux and R.Senor). 

J. E.Moyal, Proc. Cambridge Phil. Soc., 45 (1949), pp. 99-124. 

J.M.Souriau, Construction explicite de Vindice de Maslov Applications, 
Fourth International Colloquium on Group Theoretical Methods in 
Physics, University of Nijmegen, 1975. 


2. Second Quantization. This is a framework for treating systems of 
identical particles from the quantum mechanical point of view and studying 
their behavior when the number of particles is large. It goes back to 
P. A.M. Dirac’s famous paper on radiation theory (Proc. Roy. Soc. London, 
A, 114 (1927), pp. 243-265) andis fundamental in quantum statistical physics 
and quantum field theory. If % is the Hilbert space associated with a single 
particle, then second quantization associates to ¥ a Hilbert space # in 
an invariant manner; # will be the space corresponding to an unlimited 
number of particles identical with the original one and will have additional 
structure determined by the existence of certain operators. The key features 
present in # may be described as follows: 
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(a) The operator N=the number of particles. There is a self-adjoint 
operator N with pure discrete spectrum and eigenvalues 0, 1,2,...; if H,, 
is the eigenspace for the eigenvalue n, states corresponding to the rays in 
H ,, are those in which the system has exactly n particles. Also 


TEN: 


The vectors of #,, may be denoted by |n); thus N|n)=n|n). 
(b) Vacuum state. The space #, is one dimensional, 


dim (#,) = 1. 


The state corresponding to this space is called the vacuum. 

(c) Occupation numbers: The operators N(¢). If (¢;);>1 is an orthonormal 
basis for % and (n,),>, are integers >0, there are unit vectors, denoted by 
|(n,)), with the property that for any 7, n; particles are in the state g,. The 
n, are the so-called occupation numbers. This is formulated by requiring the 
existence of self-adjoint operators N(g) with pure discrete spectrum 
consisting of 0,1, ..., the number of particles in state gy. The N(y,;) commute 
among themselves, N(;)|(”,))=7,|(n,)), and for any n>0, the |(n;)) with 
n,+...=n form an orthonormal basis for #,. 

(d) Creation and Annihilation operators. For each vector in the one- 
particle space % there is an operator A(y) in #, which “‘annihilates”’ one 
particle in state gy, and its adjoint A(g)', which “creates” one particle in 
state y. These operators could be unbounded. We require 


A(p)' A(y) = N(¢). 


If (y;) is an orthonormal basis of %, it is clear from the occupation number 
interpretation that A(g,)'A(y,)' and A(gm)'A(g,)' should both take 
|(n;)) to vectors which are proportional. The simplest way to ensure this 
is to require that A(q,)'A(@m)'=CA(9m)'A(q)'; then c= +1, and one is 
thus led to distinguish between two types of systems: Bose-Einstein (B—-E) 
and Fermi—Dirac (F-D). The requirements are (with [4,B]}=AB—BA, 
{A,B}=AB+ BA) 


(i) A(g) antilinear in 9; 
(B-E) (ii) [A(¢),A(p)] = 90; 
(ili) [A(y),A()"] = (9) 1. 
(i) A(g) antilinear in 9; 
(F-D) (ii) {A(g),A (})} = 0; 
(iii) {A(y),4 (4) = (9) 1. 


(In this brief discussion we do not insist on domain considerations in inter- 
preting these rules.) The corresponding particles are respectively known as 


318 GEOMETRY OF QUANTUM THEORY 


Bosons and Fermions. It is a fundamental empirical fact that particles with 
integral spin are Bosons while those with half-integral spin are Fermions. 
(e) Cyclicity of vacuum. It is natural to assume that 


A (¢) |0) =0. 
The cyclicity assumption means that the vectors 
A(,)' A(G2)'--- A(@m)"|0) (ME 4) 


span a dense subspace of #. 

(f) Covariance. There is a strongly continuous unitary representation T 
of the unitary group of # in #, commuting with N. Thus T(U)#,=7#, 
for all n, Ueunitary group of %. 


It is not difficult to show that once the type of the particle is specified 
(that is, a Boson or Fermion), then there is essentially one # associated 
to #. # is called the Fock space; it was first discovered by V. Fock. We 
give a brief description of it. 

Bosons. H=S(H), the symmetric algebra over #. This is defined 
essentially in the same way as in the case when dim(%) < oo. More precisely, 
let T(4)=T be the covariant tensor algebra of %, i.e., 


T=C1OXL O(LH O24)O...= O (#*), 


MZ 


where we take the infinite Hilbert space direct sum. Let J, be the closed 
linear span of all tensors of the form 


U® (t@y—-YyOx) Oy, 
where 2, YE XL, U, VE Dimop 4 P™=T". Then 


S=T/J,. 
dfn 


Asin the finite dimensional case, we have a linear Hilbert space isomorphism 
Sais 
where 7'"7™™ is the subspace of symmetric tensors: 


/Psymm = @ (4 2*) symm 


m>0 
S is of course graded, the grading being inherited from 7: 
S= ) Sm KH m= 8S mj 
m20 
and the algebraic sum 


= TS, 


dfn m>0 
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is an algebra. The operators A(y) and A(g)t are unbounded, they are first 
defined on S® and then extended by formation of closures. On S° they are 
defined by 
A(g)t: upryvm +1 ou (WES »), 
1 


A(¢) : Ue (ueSin), 


where O(¢) is “differentiation” along 9, defined as the unique derivation 
of S° such that 

Ag) o = Keg) 1. 
The verification that these definitions lead to a B~E system is straight- 
forward. If U isa unitary operator of %, it lifts naturally to 7’, and hence 
induces a unitary automorphism I'(U) of S which leaves S° invariant and 


is an algebra automorphism of it. Of course |0)=1. 
Fermions. The relations 


A(p)'A(p)+ A(g)A(g)t = 1 


show that the A(y) and A(¢)' are bounded operators. For the standard model 
we choose # =A, the exterior algebra of %. It is defined as 7'/J* where J, 
is the closed linear span containing all tensors of the form 


UOQ(TSY+YO2) Or, 
where x, ye #, u, veT®. A is graded in the obvious way; A,,=A# » is the 
image of #®™ under T'-> A. If we write 
IS Te (algebraic sum), 
m>0 
A° is an algebra. As usual A denotes multiplication in A. The creation and 
annihilation operators are defined by 


A(p)' :urrvmt+igaAu (weA,), 


A(g): wis (0) (we An); 


where 0(¢) is the unique endomorphism of A° such that 


(i) O(g~)1 =9, 
(ii) O(p)y’ = (e'sp) 1, 
(iti) O(g) (Um A Un) = (O(~) Um) A Un + ( 1)" Um AAG) Un 
(mE Am, Un€ An). 


If U isa unitary operator of % , T(U) is the corresponding naturally induced 
unitary operator of A; I'(U) is an algebra automorphism of A°. Finally 
ie 


320 GEOMETRY OF QUANTUM THEORY 


In the Fock representation for a B-E system choose a real form %, of 
H and write 


| 
Pie A(y) + A()" ne A(p)'-A(e) 


2 ‘ iv2 
Then we have 


[P(y), P= 0, — [Q(y), AY) =9 — [Q(g),P(Y)] = KH). 


These are analogues of the Heisenberg commutation rules, and reduce to 
them when dim(.#) <0. The uniqueness of the irreducible representation 
of the Heisenberg commutation rules (in the “ Weyl” or “integrated”’ form) 
when dim(.%) < co makes clear why the B—E system is unique. We can in 
fact use the Schrédinger representation to construct another model for the 
Fock representation. Let #=L?(XHp) (with respect to the Lebesgue 
measure) and let 


Pl) =32(9), 7) =p.) (multiplication by <g,.)). 


Then it is enough to take 
P(y) —1Q(¢) P(y) +1Q(¢) 
A(9) SS A t = 
2 (9) V2 
The vacuum vector is the function 


exp (—4||-|)). 


This type of model can be constructed even when dim(.#)=oo. It is, 
however, technically more complicated because there is no translation 
invariant (or translation quasi invariant) measure on “R when dim(.%) =o, 
and one has to use a more sophisticated type of integration theory, namely 
integration with respect to the isotropic Gaussian weak distribution dg on 
HR (cf. I. E. Segal in Les Problémes mathématiques de la théorie quantique des 
champs, CNRS, Paris, 1959, pp. 57-103). 

The identification L*(#,, dg) » # allows us to “ quantize”’ any classical 
dynamical system whose configuration space is %, and whose dynamics 
is linear and unitary on HX”. If (U,) is the classical dynamical group, (I'(U,)) 
is the quantized dynamical group; moreover, the grading # =), #, leads 
to a particle interpretation. This was how Dirac quantized the electro- 
magnetic field and constructed the quantum theory of radiation, namely 
interaction of light with matter. 

For the Fermion case, we keep the real form .%, as before but now define 


P(y) = A(y)+A(g)', — 1Q(~) = A(y)t—A(¢). 
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Then P and Q are linear maps of 7 into the space of bounded self-adjoint 
operators on # satisfying 


P(y)? = Q(¢)? =<y,y)1, — {P(¢),Q(b)} = 0. 


This suggests the introduction of the Clifford algebra, Cliff(#) associated to 
a real Hilbert space &, which is a complex algebra with unit 1, containing 
f£ and generated by it, such that 


a — Cyd UcL, 
Cliff(Y) exists and is essentially uniquely determined by Y. If we put 


R(p + ix) = QU(v) + P(e), Pp, peek, 
and write 4 for the real Hilbert space underlying %, 


(u,v) 7 = Recu,v)) 


(P.Q)oOR 


then 


is a bijection between F-D systems based on %, and representations R of 
Cliff (%) such that R(u) is bounded self-adjoint for all we.%. 

For a more systematic study of the framework of second quantization 
the reader may refer to F. A. Berezin, The Method of Second Quantization, 
Academic Press, New York, 1966, and J. M. Cook, The Mathematics of Second 
Quantization, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 74 (1953), pp. 222-245. In the 
original] article of Dirac referred to earlier, he used this framework to study 
the interaction of an atom with the electromagnetic field and obtained the 
known formulas for probabilities of transitions between the energy levels. 
For a detailed treatment see Dirac, loc. cit., and von Neumann [1] (pp. 254— 
294). Dirac’s paper inaugurated the beginning of an entire era in which a 
major goal was to erect a theory of quantized fields obeying the principle of 
special relativity. To get a picture of what has been done, as well as what 
remains to be done, we refer the reader to the following books and to the 
articles referred to in them: 


J.Schwinger (Ed.), Selected Papers on Quantum Electrodynamics, Dover, 
New York, 1958. 

S.Schweber, An Introduction to Relativisitic Quantum Field Theory, Row, 
Peterson and Co., New York, 1961. 

J.M. Jauch and F. Rohrlich, The Theory of Photons and Electrons, Springer- 
Verlag, Berlin, 1980. 

N.N. Bogoliubov and D. V.Shirkov, Introduction to the Theory of Quantized 
Fields, Wiley, New York, 1980. 

J.Glimm and A. Jaffe, Quantum Physics: A Functional Integral Point of 
View, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1981. 


CHAPTER IX 
RELATIVISTIC FREE PARTICLES 


1. RELATIVISTIC INVARIANCE 


The fundamental assumption in Newtonian mechanics is the absolute 
nature of space and time. That our empirical knowledge of the physical 
world points up to the contrary was one of the cornerstones of Einstein’s 
great critique of space and time. The analysis of Einstein and Lorentz of 
the empirical and mathematical nature of the physical phenomena 
established that only space-time, as a four-dimensional manifold, has an 
invariant physical significance, and that its familiar splitting into space 
and time is essentially dependent on the observer. Each observer was 
thus seen to describe only the points of the space-time manifold in his 
vicinity by tour coordinates; the formulas describing the transformation 
of coordinates of the same space-time point by two different observers 
involved smooth functions. In other words. space-time became an ab- 
stract C® manifold and each observer was seen to describe a neighbor- 
hood of this manifold in terms of local coordinates. Only statements 
which retain their meaning in every coordinate system were asserted to 
have any physical significance, i.e., the global differential geometric state- 
ments. Einstein’s theory of gravitation is, for example, a formulation of 
the theory of gravitational phenomena involving only intrinsic geometric 
objects like connections and tensor fields. 

In problems dealing with the quantum aspects of atomic systems, it is 
usual to assume that gravitational fields have no influence on the physical 
phenomena (cf. Dirac [1], p. 253). As a consequence of this assumption, 
the group of transformations which connect the different observers is 
drastically reduced. We shall make the assumption that the observers are 
what are known as inertial, and that the relevant group of transformations 
is the so-called group of special relativity. We shall now proceed to make a 
few explanatory remarks on these concepts. 

In special relativity it is assumed that each observer is able to establish 
coordinates for the whole of the space-time manifold and, moreover, that 
he uses a rather special coordinate system to achieve this. One makes the 
assumption that the notion of a classical free particle, not acted upon by 
external forces, is meaningful for the observer, and that the trajectories 
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of such a particle are described by linear functions of the time coordinate 
in his coordinate system. It is customary to call such coordinate systems 
and observers inertial. It may be noted that an inertial coordinate system 
is simply one in which the first law of Newton is valid—every particle is at 
rest or continues in its state of uniform motion in a straight line, unless it 
is acted upon by external forces to do otherwise. Given two inertial 
coordinate systems, say O, O’, each of which maps the space-time manifold 
in a one-one fashion onto R*, a correspondence J'oo, is established 
between the points of R*; (2,%1,%,,%3) and (2 ',«,',2,',v,/) correspond 
under 75,9, if and only if they represent the same space-time point, in 
O and O’, respectively. 
What can one say about the mapping 7’ o., 


(1) T' 0,0 2 (%9,%1,%q,%g) —> (Xpq' ,a1",Xq’ 2g’)? 


It is natural to expect 7'o 9. to be an inhomogeneous linear transformation; 
for, as both coordinate systems are inertial, the trajectories of a free 
particle must be represented by straight lines in both systems, i.e., T'9,0. 
must map straight lines into straight lines. Hence it must preserve 
coplanarity and parallelism. Consequently, if we pass (through the use of 
homogeneous coordinates) to the associated projective geometry of R5, 
To,o will induce an automorphism of this projective geometry and is 
therefore described in R® by a unique linear automorphism (cf. the results 
of Chapter II); back in R*, this would lead to the affine nature of 7'o o. 
It is roughly along these lines that one is led to the basic hypothesis of 
special relativity: space-tume is an affine spacet; each inertial observer 
describes it with an affine coordinate system, and the transformations con- 
necting the coordinates of the same point in two different inertial systems are 
inhomogeneous linear: 


3 
(2) x! = » Gj jL; + Uj. 
j=0 


For three inertial observers O, O’, and O”, we have: 
(3) T 0,0” = T'o:,0"T'0,0 
(4) Too = To,0: 


Clearly the set of all 7’, forms a group. This group is called the space- 
time relativity group. It has been obtained explicitly as a group of 
inhomogeneous linear automorphisms of R*. In the abstract affine 
space-time it gives rise to a group of affine automorphisms. 


{ 2 and 2,’ are the time coordinates: «;, #;’ (j=1, 2, 3) the space coordinates. 
t Cf. Chapter VIII, Section 4. 
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However, not every inhomogeneous map of the form (2) can arise as a 
transformation between inertial coordinate systems. Further examination 
of the empirical nature of space-time phenomena yields certain restric- 
tions on the 75.9. Before Einstein and Lorentz, it used to be assumed 
implicitly that the notion of simultaneity of two events was an invariant 
one, i.e., if O, O’ are two inertial coordinate systems, if (2%9,%,%2,%3) and 
(Yo-41.Y2.Y3) are the points of R* which correspond under O to two space- 
time points, and (ao’,a,'%',%3') and (Yo’,¥1’,Yo' Ys) represent the same 
pair of points under O’, then x)’ =yo' if and only if #)=ypo. It follows from 
this that in the formula (2) for 7'9.9, we must have 


(5) Lo’ = Apolo + Uo. 


If we assume that the unit of time measurement and the sense of time 
propagation is the same in both systems, we must have do )=1, ie., 


(6) Xo’ = Xyt+Up. 


Furthermore it was assumed that the spatial distance of pairs of space- 
time points with the same time coordinate also remained unchanged, 1.e., 


3 3 


(7) a x,—Yy;)? a (x; —y,')? 


From this it follows that the matrix of order 3 x 3 in (2), 


(8) We= (Qis)1 <i,f<3 


is orthogonal. Consequently, if we write x for the column vector with 
components x1, %, and %3, 
9) a = Wx+2,v+u, 

Lo = Iot Uo, 
where W is an orthogonal 3x3 matrix, v,ueR®, and u,¢R!. The 
collection of all transformations (x ,x) > (x9',x’) of the form (9) is easily 
verified to be a group. 

We now assert that every transformation of the form (9) is a possible 
transformation between two inertial coordinate systems. Since the 
possible transformations constitute a group, it is enough to exhibit a 
class of transformations which actually arises in practice and which also 
generates the group of all transformations of the form (9). If we put in 
(9) uy=0, u=v=0, we obtain a transformation which connects two 
coordinate systems with different coordinate axes but with the same space 
and time origin. and the same sense of time flow, and which are mutually 
at rest; evidently all such transformations are possible. If we put W=1 
and v=0, we obtain transformations which connect two coordinate systems 
with different space and time origin, have the same sense of time flow, 
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have coordinate axes in the same orientation, and are mutually at rest. 
Clearly all such have to be included in the relativity group. Finally, if we 
put W=1, u,=u=0, we obtain the transformations 
(10) L = X+XV, 
Zo Ney. 
The formula (10) represents the transformation which connects two 
coordinate systems which have the same time origin and sense of time 
flow, which are moving uniformly with respect to each other with velocities 
v and —v, and whose frames coincide for 7) =2)’ =0. These also have to be 
admitted. An easy calculation shows that these three classes of trans- 
formations generate the group of all transformations of the form (9). In 
other words, the physical assumptions we have made lead one to the 
group described by (9) as the relativity group. It is called the orthochronous 
inhomogeneous Galilean group, and the corresponding physical principles 
go under the name of Galilean relativity. If we assume det W= +1 in (9), 
we obtain the usual inhomogeneous Galilean group. The transformation 
xX = X, 
(11) 
Lo = —X; 
represents time inversion. If we add this to the orthochronous group 
determined by (9), we generate a larger group called the complete 
inhomogeneous Galilean group. 

When dealing with bodies and particles that move with very high 
velocities, these principles are violated quite decisively. The well known 
Michelson-Morley experiments led to the remarkable conclusion that in 
every inertial coordinate system, the velocity of propagation of electro- 
magnetic and light signals in vacuum remained constant. It was Einstein 
who embodied this as a basic principle and deduced from it the conse- 
quence that the affine transformation (2) must be such that the same 
numerical value is obtained in both coordinate systems for the velocity 
of these signals. Choosing this numerical value to be the unit of time 
measurement, this means that for corresponding points of R*, the relation 


3 3 
(12) (Yoo)? — >. (yy— 2)? = (Yo'—20')?— D> (ys -2)')? 
j=l j=1 
must be satisfied. If we now substitute (2) in (12), we find, for the 4x4 
matrix, 
(13) A = (A)? ;=0 


the equation 
(14) A'FA = F, 
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where F is the diagonal matrix: 
(15) F = diag{l,—1,—1,—1}; 


equivalently, the linear transformation induced in R* by A preserves the 
Minkowskian form 


(16) 


Q 


2 2g? — 217 — 4g" — ag”. 


The set of all A satisfying (14) is called the Lorentz group, and the set of 
all affine transformations (2), with A Lorentz is called the complete 
inhomogeneous Lorentz group. It can be shown (ef. Section 2) that 
|@o9| >1 and that the set of all transformations with ao > 1 is a subgroup, 
the orthochronous subgroup. Exactly as we showed in the Galilean case, it 
is possible to argue that the entire orthochronous Lorentz group must be 
admitted as the group of special relativity. To prove this, it is again 
sufficient to exhibit a generating class of transformations which actually 
arise. The transformations 
x’ = Wx+u, 
(17) 


Xo 


I 


Xo + Uo; 


all arise explicitly; they connect inertial coordinate systems which are 
mutually at rest and which differ in their space and time origins and the 
orientations of their spatial coordinate axis but have the same sense of 
time flow. Consider, on the other hand, the transformations 

Ba = (1 —v?)~ 1/24, + 0(1 —v?)— 1/22, 

2,’ = v(1—v?)— 1/44, + (1 —v?)~ 142,, 
(18) 1 ) 18) ( ) i 

t2 = XQ, 


3 = X3, 


for values v with —l<v<1. Equation (18) represents, for fixed v, a 
homogeneous Lorentz transformation. The space-time point which 
corresponds to the point (7,0,0,0) in the O’-system is represented by 
(7(1 —v?)~ 1/2, —rv(1—v?)~*/?, 0, 0) in the O-system. This shows that (18) 
represents the transformation which connects O and O’ when O is moving 
relative to O’ with uniform velocity v along the x-axis. Transformations 
of the form (18) must therefore be included in the space-time group. 
By symmetry, the transformations in which x, and xj play the role of x, 
are also admissible. It can be shown that these three classes of trans- 
formations, together with those defined by (17) and the time reversal 
(11), generate the complete inhomogeneous Lorentz group (cf. Section 2). 
In other words, in the special relativity of Einstein and Lorentz, the 
space-time group in question is the complete inhomogeneous Lorentz 
group. 
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It is usual in physical literature to do all this, not in natural units, but 
in the usual, say, C.G.S. units. If ¢ denotes the velocity of light in vacuum 
as computed by inertial observers, then z)=ct, where ¢ is the time 
coordinate, and (18) will appear in the form 


: 1 v|c? 
t= —— {+——— x, 
V1—v?/c2 V1 —v? /c? ; 
v 1 
(19) x = ——— 1+ _ 2, 
: V1—v?/e? V1 —v?/c? ; 
a! = Ua, 
ee = 3. 


When v/c — 0, this formula becomes 


a’ = x, +12, 
(20) 
XL = Xo; 
@s3 — 3; 


which are the formulas expressing the same relation between the two 
frames in Galilean relativity. In other words, we may view the application 
of Galilean relativity as satisfactory when the velocities of the particles 
and bodies involved are small compared to c. For high-speed particles, the 
formulas (19) must be used, i.e., only Lorentz relativity is to be postulated. 

These remarks conclude our extremely brief discussion of special 
relativity. The reader who is interested in a more detailed analysis of 
space and time is referred to Weyl’s treatise [6]. 

The main problems of relativistic particle physics concern the various 
high-speed particles and their interactions. A general theory of such 
phenomena must combine the principles of quantum theory with those of 
special relativity to obtain the relevant equations of motion and to draw 
the necessary physical conclusions. In such generality these problems are 
still unsolved. In this chapter we shall be concerned only with the free 
particles and their equations. Before entering into a discussion we shall 
formulate mathematically the requirement that the physical description 
be relativistically invariant, i.e., the physical content of the systems 
under consideration be the same for all inertial coordinate systems. 

Consider now a system © which we want to describe in an invariant 
manner. We denote by G the space-time relativity group, namely, the 
group of all affine transformations 7'o 9: (2) which connect pairs of inertial 
systems. Each observer O associates with G a Hilbert space #4 whose 
rays are identified by him with the dynamical or Heisenberg states (cf. 
Section 1 of Chapter VIII) of G. In the coordinate system O, © is described 
by the determination of the set of all its dynamical states as the rays of 
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HH. In general, H will vary essentially with O. We shall formulate the 
relativistic invariance of (the description of) G by the requirement that 
H, ve independent of O, i.e., the set of motions of S is the same in all 
inertial coordinate systems. We shall write # for this Hilbert space. Even 
though % is the same in all inertial systems, the same physical state of S 
may be described by two entirely different rays of # by two different 
observers, O, O’. Hence we assume the existence of a one-one mapping 
too: of the set of all rays of # onto itself, 


(21) too ifr, 


such that 7 and to [7] represent (in O and O’) the same state of S. Now, 
the transition probability between the dynamical states is an invariant 
numerical quantity, and hence fto.9, must preserve all the transition 
probabilities. This means that tp 9 is a physical symmetry in the sense of 
Chapter IV, and consequently is induced by a unitary or anti-unitary 
automorphism of # (Wigner’s theorem). We write Do,o, for this sym- 
metry. Clearly, we must have Do,o=1 and Doo” = DovorD 0,0. Hf we 
write T’=T7'o,.o for the element of G whick connects O and O’, D must 
depend only on 7’, as otherwise there would be an essential influence of S 
on the coordinate system O. In this manner we obtain a representation 
T — Dy, of the group G@ into the group of symmetries of # such that 
to,o- is induced by D;, ,, for all pairs O, O' of inertial coordinate systems. 
If G is a Lie group and G° is the component of identity of G, then we may 
assume that 7’ —> D; is a homomorphism of G°® into the projective group 
of # (cf. Wigner [1], [4] for a detailed discussion). 

We thus see that associated with every relativistically invariant system 
GS there is a pair (#,U) where # is the Hilbert space whose rays represent 
the dynamical states of S, and U is a (Borel) homomorphism of the 
connected component of the relativity group into the projective group of 
H#. We can replace U by a projective representation; any projective 
representation which induces the same homomorphism in the projective 
group may be used to study the behavior of the states under the relativity 
transformations. The physical interpretation of the representation will be 
along the same lines as in our analysis of systems covariant under con- 
figuration symmetries. We shall, of course, apply this only for the free 
particles, for which the interpretation is quite convincing. 

It is easy to see how one may obtain the temporal evolution of S from 
the representation U. To see this let us fix an inertial coordinate system O. 
We may then treat the rays of the Hilbert space # as describing the 
states of ©, the state at time t=0 being identified with the same ray 
which describes the dynamical state. Consider now, for any real number a, 
the observer O’ whose coordinate system is connected to that of O by the 


transformation T'_,, 


. U 
T_,it—>2, 
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where 
(22) 2p, — oO, o; —= ty IS 7 = 3): 
Then the map 
(23) aU, , (-o <a< 0) 


gives the dynamical group of the system S. 

We have already seen that the group R! has only exact multipliers and 
so we can replace (23) by a representation a > V,=exp(—iaH). In view 
of our analysis in Chapter VIII it is natural to assume that H represents 
the total energy of the system. If U itself is a representation, then, 


(24) U,, = exp(iaH). 


Equation (24) can be generalized to describe the total linear momenta. 
Let ae R*, let a = (a,a), and let 7’, be the transformation x > x’, where 


f 


40 a Ome 0 

x’ = x—a. 
Then there is a unitary representation s > W, of R! such that s > W, 
induces the same homomorphism into the projective group as s—> U,,, 
where a=(0,a). We write W,=exp(tsB,) and call B, the total linear 
momentum in the direction a. We may, of course, consider all the space- 
time translations at the same time by considering the restriction of U to 
the group of all space-time translations 7',. If we assume for the moment 
that the multipliers of the relativity group have exact restrictions to the 
translation subgroup, we can obtain a representation a —> W, (a= (d,a)) 
which can replace the restriction of U to the translation subgroup. By 
the general theory of representations of abelian groups, there exists a 
unique projection valued measure Q on the dual P* of R* such that 


(25) W. = [exp iap)dQr) 


(<.,.) is the duality between R* and P*). The spectrum of Q is called the 
spectrum of the system. Notice that the energy and the momentum operators 
commute with one another. This leads, in the usual fashion (cf. Chapter 
VIII) to the law of conservation of the linear momenta. 

It is clear that those forms of the representation U in which Q appears 
in its canonical form will be especially simple to analyze mathematically. 
Such descriptions are called momentum space representations. 

Experiments involving the violation of parity have shown that one does 
not always have invariance of the physical content of theories with respect, 
to the Lorentz transformations which do not belong to the connected 
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component of the identity of @. Also it is well to remember that only ele- 
ments of the connected component of the identity of G are represented by 
unitary operators. For the other elements it is necessary to use both uni- 
tary and anti-unitary operators. We shall examine this question later on. 

We shall calla system elementary if the associated projective representa- 
tion of the connected component of the relativity group is irreducible. In 
intuitive physical terms we ean describe this by saying that starting from 
any state we may obtain all the states by Lorentz transformations and 
the principle of superposition. Two elementary systems may be said to be 
physically equivalent if there exists a unitary or anti-unitary isomorphism 
of the underlying Hilbert spaces which intertwines the associated pro- 
jective representations. An elementary particle in its free state or a free 
particle is detined to be a physieal equivalence class of elementary systems. 
One of the main results of this chapter is the classification of the elementary 
particles in terms of their mass and spin. 

In classical and also in nonrelativistic quantum meehanies. the free 
particles do not play a very important role. However. the knowledge of the 
structure of the transformation laws for the states of free particles is very 
basic in most problems of particle theory. The reason for this is, roughly 
speaking. that most of the experiments invelve seattering of various kinds 
ot particles. and the incoming and outgoing are clearly those of free 
particles. It is because of this that a study of the transformation laws of 
free particles is quite fundamental. 


2. THE LORENTZ GROUP 


In this section we collect a number of facts involving the Lorentz group. 
The notations that will be used throughout this chapter are also introdueed 
in this section. 

We begin with the homogeneous Lorentz group. denoted by Z. It is 
the group of all 4x4 matrices 


(26) L = (45)? 520 

such that 

(27) EV Pf. 

where ¢ denotes matrix transposition, and F is given by 
(28) F = diag{1,—1,—1,-1}. 


We write eo. ¢;. @. e3 for the usual basis vectors so that (29..0y.%.03) = 
lg HTC; + Xyly + X33. Each L induces a linear transformation of R* and 
(27) is the condition that it preserve the quadratic form: 


(29) G : 2?7—2,? —24? — 252. 
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The group # is a closed subgroup of the group of all invertible linear 
transformations of R‘, and as such is a lesc group, even a Lie group. We 
shall examine its topology. Consider an L € A. In view of (27), 


(30) det L = +1. 


Further, Z is an orthogonal matrix if and only if LZ preserves both the 
forms x,?+2%27+ 237 and 2,7. Hence such an L is of the form 


aeiL (@ 0) 10) 
0 
(31) L= 
) WwW 
0 


where W is a 3 x 3 orthogonal matrix. We consider next a positive definite 
symmetric matrix L. Let L*/? denote the unique positive definite sym- 
metric matrix whose square is L. We contend that if L is in 7, so is L'/. 
In fact, from the equation LDFL=F we obtain (L¥?)?=(FL-1/?F)?, 
which shows, in view of the uniqueness of Z’/?, that ['?= F(L1/?)-1F 
or that L'/? ¢ H. By a trivial induction we conclude that L™2” e AT for all 
integers m and n. From this observation we can determine the structure 
of the set of all positive definite Lorentz matrices. Consider, to this end, 
the mapping 


Ss 2 


of the vector space of 4x4 real symmetric matrices into the space of 
symmetric positive definite matrices. It is well known (cf. Chevalley [1], 
pp. 14-15) that this is a homeomorphism. From what we saw just now, it 
can be asserted that whenever eS € A, e/2”S € H for all m and n and hence 
that e*. € AT for all real a. If we differentiate the equation 


(eo?) Bie ar 
with respect to a, at a=0, we obtain 
(32) SF+FS = 0 (S symmetric). 
Conversely, suppose that 8 is a 4x4 symmetric matrix satisfying (32). 


If we write g(a) =e Fe*S, we find 


de (a) = eS(SF'+ FS)e% = 0 
da 

for all a, proving that ¢(a) is a constant matrix; the equation (0) =9(1) 
tells us that eSe¢ H. In other words, we have proved that for a 4x4 
symmetric matrix S, e* € A if and only if S satisfies (32). The set of all S 
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which satisfy (32) is a three-dimensional linear space p with a basis given 
by 


oor Oo 001 0 
1 0 
Ho-\, 99) =e 
0 0 
(33) 
Qe20 7 1 
0 
| 0 
1 
If we write 
(34) H? = {L: LeH, L positive definite symmetric}, 


then we may conclude that H? is homeomorphic to the three-dimensional 
Euclidean space; S — eS is a homeomorphism of p onto H”. In particular, 
1 €¢ H? and H? is connected so that H?<H, where H is the component of 
the identity of H. Consider now an arbitrary L ¢ AH. Since F = F~?, the 
equation D-1F(L')-!=F shows that (Z~1)'¢ H and hence JL’ itself 
belongs to H, i.e., 


(35) fii. 


We now examine the polar decomposition of L,i.e., L= L,(L'L)*!?, where L, 
is orthogonal. From (35) and our earlier discussion we know that (Z'Z)1/?e H? 
and hence L, ¢ H. Hence L, must be of the form (31). In other words, every 
L eH can be uniquely written as 


Lore 


(36) L=e 


where W € SO(3), e= +1, and e’= +1, and S Ep, i-e., S is symmetric and 
satisfies (32). Since the 0-0th entry of eS is seen to be >1 by direct com- 
putation, it follows from (36) that for D, 


Ghaypll 22 ls 
(37) oo! 

EXpo > 0. 
Moreover, det L=e’? so that 


(38) eget eal 
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Thus e=1 and e’=1 if and only if aj,>1 and det L= +1. Collecting all 
these facts, we have 


Theorem 9.1. The component H of the identity of H is given by 


(39) H = {L ; Aoo > 0, det Ib = +1}. 
The map 
1 0 0 0 
0 
WS > ec 
0 W 
0 


is a homeomorphism of SO(3) x » onto H. For any Lorentz L, |ao9|>1 and 
det L= +1. A has, besides H, exactly three connected components and these 
are the H-cosets of H determined by the three elements I,, I,, and I,, where 
I,, 1,, and I,, are obtained from (36) by putting S=0, W=1, and for ¢ and e’ 
the respective pairs of values (1,—1), (—1,—1), and (—1,1). 

We write K for the subgroup of H corresponding to SO(3). 


The Lie Algebra. Since A is a linear group, we shall canonically identify 
its Lie algebra ) with a Lie subalgebra of matrices or endomorphisms of 
R*, the bracket being the usual commutator A, B>[A,B)=AB-—BA. 
The exponential map then becomes the usual one, S—>e‘. A matrix 
S eh if and only if e* € A for all real a. Arguing as in (32), we find that 


(40) bh = {Sie aah So}. 
h is six-dimensional. If we write f for the set of matrices 
(41) t={8 1S eh, Sey— 0}, 


then the elements S of £ are precisely those of the form 


0° 0270 
0 
(42) cs | mee | 
0 
where S, is skew symmetric: 
Sy = —S,. 


f is the subalgebra of h corresponding to SO(3) imbedded in H. § is the 
direct sum of f and p: h=f+h, §A p=0. 
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A useful basis for ) may be constructed in the following manner. Let 
e;, denote the 4x 4 matrix whose only nonzero entry is the 7-jth, which is 
1 (t,9=0, 1, 2, 3). Let 


(43) M,, = —My = ey —ey, (1,7 = 1,2,3,0 49), 
(44) My; = Moi = eit io (¢ = 1, 2, 3). 


Then M,., Mo3, M31, Moi, Moo, and M3 span h. The commutation rules 
are given by: 


[M;;,M.) = Mix (AJ AKA 1,9, hk =1, 2, 3), 
(45) [M 9:,M 95] a Mi; (i - a 1,9 = II 2, 3), 
[MoM 5x] = 0 (2 xj # k # 4, t 95 io 1, 2, 3), 


[M;;,M ;] = —Mo, ; (a # J, 9 —tl I 48 3). 


The Covering Group. We shall introduce in an explicit fashion the 
universal covering group of H. We consider the real four-dimensional 
space of 2 x 2 Hermitian complex matrices and the linear isomorphism of 
R‘ with it given by 


(46) A : (%9,%1,%_,%3) > Xy0o + 219, +X%_Qdg +7303, 


where oy is the unit matrix, and o,, o,, and a, are as in (55) of Chapter VI. 
The trace of this matrix is 2%) and its determinant is x9? —x,? — x2? —2?. 
Consider now the group 


(47) A* = SL(2;0). 
and for any m e€ H* the linear transformation 
(48) d(m) : E > mEm* 


of the space of 2 x 2 Hermitian matrices. In view of (46), 5(m) induces a 
linear transformation in R*. Let us also write 6(m) for this transformation. 
From (48) we see that m-—> 6(m) is a homomorphism of H* into the 
group of invertible linear transformations of R‘. Since det m=1, det £= 
det mém*, so that the transformation 6(m) must preserve the quadratic 
form 2% ?—2,?—2%,?—2,?. Thus 8(m)¢ H and m-> &(m) is a continuous 
homomorphism of H* into H, hence into H. From (48) it follows easily 
that 


(49) kernel (8) = {+]}. 


6 is thus a local isomorphism and therefore its differential § induces an 
isomorphism of the Lie algebra of H* into that of H. But the Lie algebra 
of H*, being canonically isomorphic to the Lie algebra of 2 x 2 complex 
matrices of trace zero, is, as a real vector space, six-dimensional. Conse- 
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quently, 6 is surjective. From this we infer at once that 8 maps H* onto 
the connected Lorentz group H: 


(50) di? =o. 


The topology of H* may be analyzed in the same way as the topology 
of H. The technical details are similar. Using polar decomposition of 
elements of H*, we conclude that H* is homeomorphic to the Cartesian 
product of K*, its unitary subgroup, and the space of positive definite 
complex Hermitian matrices of determinant 1. Since S < eS sets up a 
homeomorphism of the latter space with the three-dimensional real vector 
space of 2x2 Hermitian matrices of trace 0, we find that H* is homeo- 
morphic to K* xR%. In particular, H* is simply connected. 6 is thus a 
covering homomorphism of H* onto H. We note that for an me H*, 
6(m) is orthogonal if and only if the map €—> m&m* preserves tr(é) as 
well as det(é). This can happen if and only if m is unitary. Thus 


(51) skp] K, K* = 8-1(Ky 


The Lie algebra representation 5 corresponding to 8 is easily computed. 
Let h* be the Lie algebra of 2 x 2 complex matrices of trace 0, 


(52) h* — {Xx 7te X — 0; X complex}. 
Then 
(53) 5(X)E = XELEX*. 


We take the basis {to,,02,103,01,¢2,03} for h*. An easy calculation gives: 


8(io,) = 2M os, 8(ioz) = 2M, 8(ios) = 2M 42, 


: 


(54) ‘ ; 
8(o;) = 2Mo;, S(02) = 2M og, 8(03) = 2M 3. 


From (54) we see that 5 maps Hermitian elements of )* into symmetric 
elements of ). Hence 8 maps the set of positive definite elements of H* 
onto H®, Further, for a unitary ke K*, 5(k) ¢ K. Hence, for a general 
element m of H* of the form m=kp, k unitary, p positive-definite Hermi- 
tian, we have 8(m*) = 6(p)8(k~ +) = 6(p)8(k)' =(6(k)8(p))’ so that 

(55) d(m*) = d(m)' (me H*), 

On the other hand, let ¢ be the reflection in R* given by 

(56) 4 + %o,01,%2,V3g —> Lg,X1, —X,%3. 

£ corresponds under the map (46), to the conjugation £ — € of Hermitian 
matrices. Since mém* =(m&m*)-, we have 

(57) 8(m) = 68(m)¢. 

Combining (55) and (57), we find 

(58) 8(m!) = £3(m')E. 
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Representations of SL(2,C) in Finite Dimensional Vector Spaces. The 
group H* has no finite dimensional unitary representations other than 
the trivial representation, but it has a number of nonunitary representa- 
tions in finite dimensional vector spaces. We shall now describe these. 

We write W=C? and W’ for the subspace of symmetric tensors of rank 
27 (j=0, $, 1,---) in the tensor product W @ W @---@ W (2) factors). 
The representation m > m @ m @--:@ m leaves W’ invariant. We write 
D? for the representation of H* defined by W’. D’ is already irreducible 
when restricted to the unitary group A*. If {e,,e,} is the standard basis for 
W, the matrix entries of the representation of H* in W ®---® W, 
relative to the basis {e,, ®:--@ ¢€,,} (N=2)), are 
(59) f(t1.° ++) Ty, 815° ° 75 Sy m) = Ayys,° * *Brysy> 
where me H* is the matrix (a,,)?,-,. The f’s are complex analytic 
functions on H*. D’ is thus a complex analytic representation of H* whose 
restriction to K* is equivalent to the irreducible representation of A* 
associated with j. 

For any j, we may consider the representation D’ conjugate to D’, i.e., 
we take a basis for W’ and conjugate the matrix representation obtained. 
D* is also an irreducible representation of H*. Its restriction to K* is 
once again equivalent to the irreducible representations of K* corre- 
sponding to j. No D* is equivalent to any D/ except when k = j = 0. 

It is known that for arbitrary j, 7’ (j, 7’ =0, 4, 1,- --) the representations 


(60) Di: Di @ D* 


are all irreducible and that these exhaust, up to equivalence, the irreducible 
finite dimensional representations of H*. For a proof the reader may refer 
to Weyl ([2], pp. 267—268). 


The Inhomogeneous Group. The Lorentz group H acts in R‘ as a linear 
transformation group and hence one may form the associated inhomo- 
geneous group, 


(61) G = Ax’ R 


where we use the notation x’ to denote the formation of the semidirect 
product. For (L,x) and (L’,x’) belonging to G, 


(Leh 2’) = (BE, Lee). 
The group H* may also be considered as acting on R‘ through the action 
(62) mx = 6(m)x (me H*, xe R?‘). 
We write G* for the associated semidirect product 


(63) G* = H* x' Rt. 
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The subgroup of @ given by 
(64) Ca 
is the component of the identity in G, and the map 
(65) 5: m,x2—> &m), x 


is the covering homomorphism of G* onto G; G* is obviously simply 
connected. 

The group G is generated by G and the “inversions” (J,,0), (J,,0), and 
(Z;:,0), where I, is space inversion, I, is time inversion, and I, is space- 
time inversion: writing (X,x) for p€o +216, + %yeo + 13ly 

: (2,X) =< (vos); 
(66) I, : (%9;X) > (—2o,x), 

ie : (2%9,X) = (2g) 
The elements J, (7=0, s, t, st; J) is the identity) form an abelian group 
having four elements, the group of inversions, which is denoted by H,,y: 


(67) Hae = EET ES 

The group H;,, is a discrete subgroup of the homogeneous Lorentz group 
H, and #7 is the semidirect product of H,,, and H: 

(68) A a ed wale H a) ing ial {1}; 


the action of H,,, on # is of course through inner automorphisms. 

For any 7, L >TJ,L1,~} is an involutive automorphism of H, and the 
assignment which sends 7 to this automorphism is a homomorphism. As 
H* is the universal covering group of H, there exists for each 7, a unique 
automorphism h —h, of H* such that 


(69) 8(h,) = 1,8(h)I,~* 


for all h. h — h, is involutive and the assignment s, which sends 7 to the 
automorphism h — h,, is necessarily a homomorphism. We may thus form 
the semidirect product 


(70) A* = H,,, x, H*. 
We continue to write 6 for the map 
I,,h—> O(h)L,; 


§ is a homomorphism of H,,, x, H* onto H. 
The complete inhomogeneous group G is the semidirect product of G 
and H,,y; each I, gives rise to the automorphism 


(L,x) > ,L1,,1,2) 
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of G. The corresponding map 
(hx) > (h, 1,2) 


is seen to be an automorphism of G*, and the assignment s, which sends + 
to this automorphism, is once again a homomorphism. We may thus form 


the semidirect product G*, 

G* = H,,, x,G*. 
The group G* has a natural homomorphism 6 onto G: 
(iy 8:1,, h, x —> (8(A)I,,2). 


It is useful to determine explicitly the automorphisms h —h,. For 
Ta ine deel. -l L ‘so that 


(72) ee 
Suppose now that 7=¢so that J, is time inversion. It is clear that /,= — F, 


F being the matrix of the fundamental form. Hence 8(h~1*)=(8(h)~ 1)! 
(cf. (55)) = F8(h)F so that 


(73) ha eos 
As I,J,=I, we have 
(74) h, = hy. 


Orbits in Momentum Space. The space R‘ is a locally compact abelian 
group under addition and hence possesses a dual group. We identify this 
group with the vector space dual of R‘. To keep things explicitly separated 
we write P* for the vector space dual of R*. Elements of P* will be written 


(75) P = (Po-P1,P2P3) = (PoP), 
and we shall define the canonical duality between R‘ and P! by 
(76) {x,p} = Xo Po—X, Py —X2P2—Xy Pz. 
We associate with each peP* the character 
p : a2 —> exp i{x, p} 


of R*. The mapping p> maps P* isomorphically onto the character 
group of R*. We thus identify P* with the character group of R‘. 

Since each element L of Af is a matrix, it acts in R‘ as well as in P?. 
In view of the definition of {.,.} and #, we have: 


(77) {La, Ip} = {x,p}, 
(78) p(L- 1x2) = (Lp)~(z). 
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We now compare (77) and (78) with (127) of Chapter VI, and conclude 
that p > Lp gives the adjoint action of ZL on P#. It is customary to refer 
to P* as momentum space. 

The group H acts on P* and converts P* into a H -space. P* then breaks 
up into H-orbits and it is necessary to compute these. It is simplest to 
deal with the H-orbits. We introduce the following subsets of P*: 


Xn* = {P : Po?— P17 — Po? — pz? = m?, po > 0}, 


(79) 
Xn” = {P : Do? —Pi? —po?— ps? = m*, po < 0},9 


where m is real and >0. We write 
X 09 = {0}. 
Also, for any m>0, we write 


Y,, = {P : Po?—P1*— Po? —ps” = —m?*}. 


X,,* UX,” and Y,, are obviously invariant under the whole homo- 
geneous Lorentz group A, in particular, under H. We claim that X,,* 
and X,,~ (m=O) are invariant under H. If m>0, the consideration of the 
mapping (71,P2,P3) > +(P17+P27+ps")' shows that X,,* and X,,~ are 
the connected components of X,,+ U X,,~. Since H is connected, it must 
leave each of them invariant. For m>0, X,,* and X,,~ are homeomorphic 
to R*; for m=0, to R°—{(0,0,0)}. Thus X,,* (m>0), Yn (m>0), and 
Xo are all H-invariant, and P* is the union of these. 

We shall next prove that H acts transitively on each of these. For real 
x, y let 


ye DD 

ee ee 
(80) Lzy = 

O- 0.1 9 

OFeOs Url 


If y>0 and y?—2?=1, it is clear that L, , belongs to H. Consider now 
X,* with m>O0 and a point p on it. The point (m,0,0,0) lies on X,,*. 
Choose now x=(92—m?)!/2/m, y=po/m in (80); since pyo>O and 
Po? —m? = p12 + po? + p37, x and y are-real and y>0. Then L=L,, sends 
(m,0,0,0) to a point of the form (po,p,’,0,0). Now p,'2=p,?+ po? + ps” 
so that we can find a rotation R € K sending (po, p1',0,0) to (90, P1,P2,P3)- 
This shows that RZ sends (m,0,0,0) to p. H is thus transitive on X,,*. 
For X,,~ we consider (—m,0,0,0) and use a similar argument. Consider 
next X,* and a point pe Xo*. (1,1,0,0)e€ X,* and, if we choose x= 
(Po2—1)/2p5 and y=(po7+1)/2p in (80), L=L,, sends (1,1,0,0) into 
(Po,Po,0,0). Once again, there is a rotation Re K such that RL sends 
(1,1,0,0) to p. A similar argument, using (—1,—1,0,0) instead of (1,1,0,0) 
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establishes the transitivity of H on X,.~. The transitivity of H on Xoo 
is trivial. 

We now take up the Y,, (m>0). Let p=(Po0,P1,P2,Ps) © Ym3 Po need 
not be >0. If we choose r=p,/m and y=(po2+m?)'?/m, then L= 
L,, ¢ H and sends the point (0,m,0,0) of Y,, into (po,my,0,0); as m?y? = 
p12 + po? +ps%, there is a rotation Re K such that RL sends (0,m,0,0) to 
p. This proves that Y,, is transitively acted on by H. 

The stability subgroup of H at (m,0,0,0) or (—m,0,0,0) (m>0) is the 
rotation subgroup K of H. The stability subgroup at (0,m,0,0) is the 
subgroup of H consisting of all matrices L of the form 


Ao. O Apg Ag 


where 
Aono > 0 


and the 3x3 matrix (@;,);j;-0,2,3 has determinant 1 and preserves the 
form 


a. 2 2 2 
G - Xo eS i teme 


In our usual notation (cf. Chapter V), we denote these by H (4,506) 
and Ho m.o.0)- The first two are compact and connected. The last is not 
compact. All are semisimple. For the action of the covering group H* on 
P*, the orbits are the same. For the stability groups, we have: 


(81) H&. m,0,0,0) = K*. 


For X,* the nature of the stability subgroups changes radically. It is 
most convenient to construct these corresponding to the two points 
(+1,0,0,+1). We consider X,* and the pre-image in H* of the stability 
group at (1,0,0,1): 


(82) A¥,.0,0,» = 8~*(Ha,0,0,1)- 

Using (46) we find that m € H& 4 9,1) if and only if 
ie ut) 1 

(83) m( Jim = : - 
0 0 C0 


H& 0.0.1) is thus the group E* of all matrices m of the form 


(84) = (; ml (a,2€C, |z| = 1). 
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{m,,, :@ € C} is a normal subgroup isomorphic to the plane, {m, 9 : |z|=1} 
is isomorphic to 7’, and E* is the semidirect product of these two where 
the action of z on a is given by a—>2*a. Therefore H*/{+1} (1 in the 
denominator is the 2x2 unit matrix) is isomorphic canonically to the 
Euclidean group in the plane. In other words AH, 9,9,1) is isomorphic to 
the group of Euclidean motions of the plane R?. The groups H% ,9,1, and 
H(4,9,0,1) are not semisimple. They are, in fact, solvable. The calculations 
are similar for the case of X,~; the stability subgroups are the same. 

We note that our argument showing that H is transitive on X,,+ 
established something more. It actually showed that given any pe X,,* 
there is a rotation Re K and a Lorentz transformation L, , (x,y>0, 
cf. (80)), such that RL, , sends (m,0,0,0) to p. As the stability subgroup 
at (m,0,0,0) is K, we conclude from this that any LZ € H can be written as 


(85) L = RZS, 


where #& and S are rotations, and Z=L,.,, for suitable x>0, y>0 with 
y? —x2=1. If we define 

(86) Cay, 

then L, , becomes the transformation connecting two inertial frames, the 
second of which is moving uniformly with respect to the first with velocity 
v (ef. (18)). This shows that the general Lorentz transformation is a 
product of the rotations and transformations to moving frames of the 
form (18). We have already used this fact in Section 1. 


The Invariant Measures on the Orbits. All the H-orbits admit invariant 
Borel measures. This is obvious for X,,+ and the Y,, (m>0) because both 
the group H and the stability groups are semisimple and hence unimodular. 
For X,* we note that the Euclidean group is unimodular so that each of 
X,* also admits an invariant measure. We shall now calculate these 
measures explicitly. 

Choose a real number a>0. For any &>a let D, be the H-invariant 
open set D:={p : Po >0, a< po? — py? — po? — ps” < €}. Let 


F(f,é) = i fipdp (fe C,(P')). 


Since det L=1 for Le H, F(f*,é)=F(f,€) for all €>a and Le H. More- 
over, if f>0, F(f,é) increases with €. Hence, on writing 


1K) = + Fifé) (€ >), 


we see that f>J,(f) is an H-invariant nonnegative linear functional on 
C,(P*). It therefore determines an H-invariant Borel measure on Pt‘. 
On the other hand, the transformation mi 


S : (Po,P1,P2:P3) > (Po? — Pi? — Po” — Ps” P1, Po, Ds) 
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is one-one on D, so that we also have 


e(¢ f(u+ipl?)*®, p) 
F(f,6) -| ( mie 2p) 


(|p|? =p17 + p27 +37). From this we obtain 


_ f fE+1pl?)2”, p) 
TED) = | OEE 


This formula shows that the measure defined by J,,2 is actually supported 
by the set X,,* and is thus the invariant measure on the orbit X,,*. We 
write «,,+ for this measure. Thus 


_ f flim? +p)?” p) 


~ Jes Bene + [pe “P 


(87) ea Sit 
Note that as m — 0+, the integral on the right remains finite, since the 
function p — |p|! is integrable around the origin in the space P*. Hence 
the same formula defines the invariant measure on X,* also. Note that 
X,* is not closed in P* and yet the invariant measure on X,+ is actually 
a Borel measure on P*. 

A similar computation leads to the following formula for the invariant 
measure a,~ on X,,~! 


__ f f(—(m?+|pl?), p) 
(88) Pe fda, = = Oe eimne 


We may follow an analogous method for determining the invariant 
measures f,, on the orbits Y,,. We choose a and & such that a< €<0 and 
define D,’ as the open set {p :a@<po?—p,?—po?—p,? < €}. The trans- 
formation S is not one-one on D,’ but one-one separately on D,.’ A 
{P : Po>0} and D.’ N {p : p, <0}. Hence: 


: f((u+|pl?)*?, p) +f (= (w+ |p|?)*?, p) 
ap = SnEEEEEEEEEEREEE7 SPENT Ghee ; 
[eile 2(u+ [PPP dp) 
We may now proceed as in the earlier case and obtain the formula 
Mom*t PDE aR ei ("ieee 
89 ap, = eee 
(89) a B ees 2(— m? + |p|)? dp 


for all feC,(P*). 
The foregoing observations are collected together in the following 
theorem. 


Theorem 9.2. The group H acts transitively on Xm+, Xm- (m>0), ane 
and Y, (m>0) which, as m varies, echaust the orbits of H in momentum 
space. The stability subgroup of H* at (+m,0,0,0) is the unitary subgroup 
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K*, while the stability subgroup at (+1,0,0,+1) is the subgroup E* (85) of 
H*. Each orbit admits invariant measures. If we use p,, Po, py as global 
coordinates on X,,* and Y,,, the invariant measures o,* and B, are given 
by 
dp,dp.dp 
a oe 1%P24P3 SZ 
“Bn tp ttt pepe =| =O) 
dBm ~ dp,dp.dp; 


YES SE WS REPEL IETE 0 : 
Rom tprtpe tp (> Pl >) 


3. THE REPRESENTATIONS OF THE INHOMOGENEOUS 
LORENTZ GROUP 


The inhomogeneous Lorentz group G as well as its covering group C* 
are semidirect products. Moreover, from theorem 7.40 we conclude that 
all the multipliers of G* are exact and also that every irreducible 
projective representation of G is induced canonically from a unique 
irreducible representation of G*. The group G* is a semidirect product and 
to it we apply the theory of Chapter VI, especially theorem 6.24. The 
orbits of H* in P* have been calculated in Section 2 and it is obvious that 
the orbit structure is smooth. Furthermore, the stability subgroups of H* 
associated with these orbits are described in (81) and (84). Theorem 6.24 
therefore enables us to describe the irreducible unitary representations of 
G* completely. In what follows we shall carry out such a description, 
arranged according to the various orbits. 


The Orbit X,,.. Since X.,>={p : p=0}, the stability subgroup is the 
whole group H*. The irreducible representations of G* associated with 
X 9 are obtained by selecting an irreducible unitary representation 7 of 
H* and defining the representation U°” of G* by: 


(90) U7 sh, x > a(h) (he H*), 

The Orbits X,,+* (m>0). We select (+m,0,0,0) as representative points 
of X,,*. The stability subgroup of H* is the unitary subgroup K* whose 
irreducible unitary representations are the representations D?’ 
(j=0,4,1,...) described in Chapter VI. Let us choose a strict (H*,X,,*)- 


cocycle g’ whose values are unitary operators in the space W’ of D’ such 
that ¢’ defines the representation D’ of K* at (+m,0,0,0). Let 


(91) eet) eee Wh ’.0,* ). 
For eR‘ and he H* we define the operator U™*.' of #™.*' by 


(92) (ORs "f)(p) = exp a, p}p’(h,8(h)~*p) f(8(h)*p); 
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here {.,.} is defined as in (76) and 8(h) is the Lorentz matrix corresponding 
to he H*. In view of our discussion in Chapter VI we know that 


(93) mtd hk, a Ure 


is the irreducible representation of G* corresponding to the orbit X,,* 
and the representation D’ of K*. 


The Orbits X,*. The stability group at the points (+1,0,0,+1) is the 
set of all matrices (z, a € €, |z|=1) 


We have written #* for this group. Our first objective is to determine 
the irreducible unitary representations of H*. Now, E* is itself a semi- 
direct product so that this can be done with the help of the theory of 
Chapter VI. We write A ={m,,,}, T’ ={m,}. Clearly 

We Me Mle 
(9 4) | aa 1,az"’"z,0 

Mz,0™M aMz,0 = ™ 27a: 
Thus, with respect to the action z,a—>z%a of T’ in A, E* becomes 
identified with the semidirect product of A and 7”. 
For each complex number J, 


Yp 2 M,,q > exp t Re(ba*) 
is a character of A, and 6 — y, is an isomorphism of the additive complex 
number group onto A. The adjoint action (cf. (127) of Chapter VI) of 7” 
on A is given by 
Mz,0 + Yo > Y2"o 


and the 7”-orbits in A are 
Co = {Yo} 


C, = {yp : |b] = p} (p > 0). 


The stability subgroup at yy is T” itself; at any point of C, it is {m,, 9}. 
The representations of Z* associated with y, are simply those of 7’ 
lifted to H*. Thus, for each integer n, 


and 


(95) Tn 2 Mz q —> 2” (n = 0, +1, +2,---) 


is a unitary irreducible representation of Z*. On the other hand, if p>O, 
we note that the stability group associated with C, has two one-dimension- 
al irreducible representations—the trivial one, and the one which sends 
™M +1,9 to +1. Corresponding to these, there are two inequivalent irreducible 
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representations 7, and 7,’ of H*. Since 7, is associated with the trivial 


representation of the stability group corresponding to C,,, its description is 
immediate. For describing 7,’ we must first determine a strict (7”,C,)- 
cocycle with values in 7' which defines the homomorphism m, 1,9 > +1 at 
a point of C,. It is obvious that the cocycle 


(96) MeoY¥>2 (yEeC,) 


has the required properties. We thus obtain the following description of 
7, and 7’. Both of them act in 


(97) -  K = LAT Ab), 

and 

(98) (r(7M2,.)f)(t) = explip Re(te-*a*)]f (z~%t), 
(99) (r7,'(mmz,0)f)(t) = explip Re(tz-1a*)]zf (2-*); 


we have simply taken into account the formulas (94) and applied (132) 
of Chapter VI. 

Having determined the irreducible representations of Z* we can now 
obtain the representations of G* which are associated with the orbits Xq*. 
We select for n=0, +1, +2,--+ a strict (H*,X,*) cocycle with values in 
T, say ¢", which defines the representation: 


We Weg ee 
at (+1,0,0,+1). Then, in the Hilbert space 
(100) KH*” = LX o* ,a9*), 
we have the representation U*” of G* given by: 
(101) (Uke f)(p) = exp if, p}q"(h,8(h)~*p)f(8(h)~*9). 


Furthermore, choose for each p, strict (H*,X,)*)-cocycles p® and 9°’ 
which take values in the unitary group of # = ¥?(7',dt), and which define, 
at (+1,0,0,+1), the representations 7, and 7,’ of H*. The corresponding 
representations U*»*, U*>*’ of G* act in 


(102) HEP = LUX y*,H,x9*) 
and 
(103) - (UP f)(p) = exp {x,p}p(h,8(h)~*p) f(3(h)~*p), 


(104) (Ui? f)(p) = exp i{x, p}p?"’(h,3(h)~*p) f(8(2)~*p). 


The Orbits Y,, (m>0). The stability subgroup at (0,m,0,0) is a semi- 
simple Lie group but is not compact. Its unitary representations other than 
the trivial representation are all infinite dimensional. The general theory 
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associates with any one of these, say 7, a representation U'"-” of G*. We 
shall not bother to write these down since, as we shall see presently, they 
do not seem to be useful in describing physical particles. 

We shall now take up the question of classifying the representations 
obtained into physical equivalence classes. It is clear that two repre- 
sentations of G* are physically equivalent if and only if there exists a 
unitary or anti-unitary isomorphism which intertwines them. Now we 
have seen in the course of the proof of lemma 8.3 that, given an arbitrary 
representation 7 of a group, there is a canonical anti-unitary isomorphism 
of the Hilbert space of the representation 7 onto its dual which intertwines 
7 with its contragredient. It follows, therefore, that two representations 
of G* are physically equivalent if and only if they are either equivalent or 
mutually contragredient. The case of contragredience is settled by the 
following lemma. 


Lemma 9.3. Let F x’ B be a semidirect product and let 0 <B be an F-orbit 
under the adjoint action. Let F, be the stability subgroup of F at yeO. 
Then F,-1=F,,, and if O-} is the orbit of yy}, then for any representation 
nm of F,,, the representations of F x’ B associated with (0,7) and (O-1,7°) are 
mutually contragredient, 7° being the representation contragredient to 7. 


Proof. Let 7 act in a Hilbert space “ We select a finite measure « on O, 
quasi invariant under the F action, and define, for he F, r,=da/da”™”. 
Then, the representation U of F x’ B which is associated with (0,7) canbe 
written as 


(On of Y) = (rl h-*-y)PPy(b)p(hh- ry) f(h-*-y) (ye O), 


where 9 is a strict (F,O)-cocycle with values in the unitary group of 4%; 
U acts in # = £7(0,4,a). Now, F acts as a group of automorphisms of the 
group B. From this it follows that Fy,-»= Fy, and that the map y > y~1 
transfers the measure « on O to a quasi-invariant measure B on O7}. 
Choose any anti-unitary automorphism S of # and define J by 


(Jf\(y) =Sf(y-*) = (ye O-}). 


J is clearly an anti-unitary isomorphism of # onto #°=$7(0-1,4#). 
We compute J o Uc J~!=V. A brief calculation shows that, for f° « #°. 
we have 


(Vin of (Y) = frnlh-*-y )PPy(b)\Sp(h,h-*-y~*)S-1f(h-1-y). 
It is obvious that z—>1,(z~+) is a version of d8/dB"~» and that h, z > 
Sp(h,z~*)S~* is a strict (F,0~1)-cocycle defining the representation 
SomoS~? at yot. Hence V is the representation associated with O-} 
and So7zoS +, Since SomoS-!~7° and JoU oJ~-!~U? (the contra- 
gredient of U), the lemma is proved. 
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Applying this lemma we see that the physical equivalence classes 
corresponding to positive m are {U™+/,U™ ~~}, For the representations 
associated with X,)* it is clear in the first place that U+’™ and U-:+-" 
are physically equivalent. On the other hand, lemma 9.3 applied to H* 
shows that the representations 7, and 7,’ are both self-contragredient, so 
that we conclude that Ut+’’ and U~:” as well as U+»®’ and U~>*’ are 
physically equivalent. We can now formulate the main result of this 
chapter. It was obtained by Wigner in his 1939 paper. 


Theorem 9.4 (Wigner [1]). Any irreducible representation of G* induces 
a projective representation of G which is irreducible and, conversely, given an 
irreducible projective representation of G there is exactly one irreducible 
representation of G* which induces it. An arbitrary irreducible representa- 
tion of G* is equivalent to one associated with some H*-orbit in P* and 
some irreducible representation of the stability subgroup of H* at some 
point of this orbit. The irreducible representations U™+*+5 (7=0, 3,---), 
Ut-*" (n=0, 1, 2,---), Ut? and Ut’ (p>0) are physically inequivalent 
and an irreducible representation of G* which is associated with one of the 
orbits X,,* (m=O) is physically equivalent to exactly one of these. 


Not all irreducible representations of G* can be used to represent free 
particles. Consider first of all the representations U°°-” associated with the 
trivial orbit Xo). In every one of these, the space-time translations are 
represented by the identity operator. This implies that the energy and 
momentum observables vanish identically. Consequently, all these 
representations have to be given up, with the exception of the trivial 
one-dimensional representation of G*, in which every Lorentz transforma- 
tion goes over to the identity. It represents the vacuum. 

We shall next examine an irreducible representation U of G* associated 
with one of the nontrivial orbits X,,* and Y,,. Let Q, be the energy and 
Q1, Qo, Qz the linear momenta along the three axes in a given coordinate 
system. Since the space-time translation by xeR* goes over into the 
operator of multiplication by the function p — exp 2{x,p}, it follows that 
the operators Q, are multiplication operators. A direct calculation shows 
that in the Hilbert space of U, 


(105) Qo? —91?—Q2”—Q5? = A, 


where A= +m? if U is associated with X,,* and —m? if it is associated 
with Y,,. If we now consider a function (scalar or vector valued) which 
belongs to the Hilbert space of U and vanishes outside a very small 
compact set, it follows that in the corresponding dynamical state, the 
momenta Q,, Qo, Q3 and energy Q, have distributions with extremely 
small variance and hence we may approximately regard the particle as 
having sharply defined energy and momentum values. Now for a classical 
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free relativistic particle, the quantity Q)?—Q,? —Q.? —Q3” represents the 
square of its rest mass. Consequently. the constant 4 must also be inter- 
preted as the square of the rest mass. This rules out the alternative 
\=—m? as otherwise it would seem that we have to admit particles with 
imaginary mass. 

This leaves us with the representations associated with X,,* (m>0) 
and the trivial representation. The representations associated with X,,* 
represent free particles of rest mass m. The form of the representations 
suggests that at least for m>0O we interpret U”*’’ as representing a 
particle with spin 7. We shall see much later (Section 7) that this is indeed 
the case. In the meantime we shall define the parameter j for the U™*”’ 
and the parameter }n for the U+’*" to be the spin of the particle. The 
representation U™+:1/2 describes the electron; the representations U™ *>° 
represent the mesons. The representations U+’*", Ut? and Ut?’ 
represent the massless particles. We shall see later that U*+*? represent 
the neutrinos and U*+*? the photons. 

The representations U*+-? and U+t:*:’ correspond to infinite dimensional 
representations of the stability group H*, and hence the states of the 
corresponding particles are represented by infinite dimensional vector 
valued functions on X,*. The physical interpretation of these particles is 
somewhat unclear, as they would have to describe particles whose spin 
observables have infinite spectra (cf. Section 5). 


4. CLIFFORD ALGEBRAS 


Clifford Algebras. The customary representation of the states of a 
relativistic electron is in terms of spinor fields in space-time. Such descrip- 
tions depend heavily on the properties of the Clifford algebra and its 
representations. We devote the present section to this topic. 

Let V be an n-dimensional vector space over the complex field C. We 
shall assume n>4. Let B be a nonsingular symmetric bilinear form on 
V x V. It is known that there exist bases {v,, vg,---, v,} for V such that 


0, rF#s. 
lr=s 


(106) (ORES — { 


corresponding to such a basis we shall construct an associative algebra 
with unit element 1, which we shall call the concrete Clifford algebra F. 
We do this as follows. For each subset AC N ={1, 2,---, n} we choose an 
abstract element e, with e, =1, and define F to be the vector space over C 
with the e, as a basis; dim( #)=2”. We shall first define a product operation 
between elements of the set e,. To do this formally, we define, for A, 
BON, ANB=AU B-AQB; for ACN, jeEN, let p(A,j) be the 
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number of elements? ¢ A withi>j; and for A, BEN, p(A,B) =) jcp p(A,)). 
Let us then define 
(107) Cen = (— 1) Pesan. 
It is easy to prove that this operation is associative and that le,= 


€41 =e, for all A. To prove the associativity, let A,, A, Asc N. It is easily 
seen that (A, AA) \ A3=A,A(A2A Az). On the other hand, 


p(Ay,AgAA3) = > p(Ay,j) = p(A1,A2)+p(Ay,Aq) (mod 2), 


JEAQN AZ 


(A, A Ags) = > p(AiAAg,j) = p(A1,As)+(4o45) (mod 2). 


jJEAg 
From these relations we obtain the relation 
€4, (4,245) = (64, €4,)Ca5 


at once. Since the e, span F, it follows that F becomes an associative 
algebra under the product operation defined by 


(108) > Pala > Vala = D> (—-1)P pea an: 


The mapping which sends v, to e,,, extends to a linear isomorphism of V 
into F. Let us write 7 for this linear map and write e,=7(v,). From (107) 
we then obtain 


(109) e,?7 = 1, ¢,e,+6,€, = 28,5, 
and for A ={i,, i2,---,%,} with 1<i,<i,<---<i,<n, 
(110) C4 = 64,610" + Gt, 


Thus F is generated by the e, and the generators satisfy the relations (109). 
From (109) we obtain the following equation: 


(111) r(v)? = Biv,v)1 (ve V). 


The construction of F which we have given here is not an invariant one 
since we have used the basis {v,,---, v,} explicitly. We shall now indicate a 
more abstract construction. Let & be the tensor algebra over V and let $ 
be the two-sided ideal in T generated by the set of all elements of the 
form 


(112) a, =v @v—Biv,v)1. 


We observe that % is proper. In fact, consider the concrete Clifford algebra 
F associated with a basis {v,,---,v,} satisfying (106). By the basic 
property of the tensor algebra Z, there exists a homomorphism, ¢ say, of 
{into F, such that -=7 on V. Since 7[V] generates F, 7 maps F onto F. 
Since 7(v)? = B(v,v)1 in F, 7(a,)=0 so that ¥Ckernel (7). This proves that 
¥ is proper and, indeed, that dim T/J> 2". 
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We shall now demonstrate that 7 has precisely § as its kernel. This will 
be done if we show that dim Z/3 <2". Consider the basis {v,,---, Yn}- 
Every element in & is a linear combination of elements of the form 
%, ©-+-@v,. Now, v, @v,=1 and v, @ v,=—-0; @Y% modulo &, and 
hence it is obvious that v,, @--:® v;,= +w modulo %, where w is of the 
form v,, @-+-@ v;, with 1<j,<jg<-+-+<j,<m. For a given s, there are 


(") such tensors and hence dim (3/9) < (;) + (7) +.++=2", This proves 


that § is the kernel of 7. 

Let. 7 be the canonical homomorphism of Z onto T/3. We write @ for 
T/¥ and call it the Clifford algebra of V associated with B; when there is 
no doubt as to what B is, we omit the references to B. Since 7 is identical 
with + on V and since 7 is a linear isomorphism on J, it follows that a 
maps V isomorphically into @. 

The Clifford algebra @ has the following universal property; if @’ is an 
associative algebra with unit 1’ and 7’ is a linear map of V into @’ such 
that (i) 7’[V] generates @’, and (ii) r’(v)? = B(v,v)1’ for all v € V, then there 
exists a homomorphism 7~ of @ onto @’ and one only, such that the 
diagram 


¢ 
(113) Vv ~ 
on 
G' 


commutes; for there exists a homomorphism 7’ of Z into @’ such that 
7’=7' on V, and as 7[V] generates @’, 7’ is surjective. By (ii) above, 
a, € kernel (7’) so that Qckernel (7’) and hence 7’ induces a unique 
homomorphism 7r~ of @ onto @’ such that (113) commutes. Furthermore, 
this universal property determines the pair (@,7) up to isomorphism. In 
fact, let @’ be an associative algebra with unit 1’ and 7’ a linear mapping 
of V into @’ such that (i) 7’[v] generates @’ and 7’(v)?= B(v,v)1' for all 
v é V, (ii) (@’,7’) has the universal property mentioned above. Then there 
are homomorphisms @ and 6’, such that @ maps @ onto @’, and 6’ maps 
@' onto @, and the diagram 


aut 7 e (p 


commutes. Diagram (114) shows that 6 0 0’ and @’ o @ are both identities 
and hence that 6 and 6’ are isomorphisms. 
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The invariant construction of @ enables us to associate automorphisms 
of @ with B-orthogonal transformations of V. More precisely, let L be an 
invertible endomorphism of V such that 


B(Lw, Iv) = Biv,v) 


for all v. Clearly, there exists an algebra automorphism L~ of & which 
extends L. It is obvious from (112) that a,,=L~(a,) for all ve V from 
which we easily conclude that L~(3) =. This proves that L~ induces an 
automorphism of @. We write this automorphism as x—> 2! (re @). 
Since L —> L~ is a homomorphism, we conclude that the mapping, which 
assigns to L the automorphism x — x" of @, is a homomorphism of the 
orthogonal group of B into the group of automorphisms of @. Note that 


(115) a(Lv) = x(v)?. 


Simplicity. The central fact in the theory of Clifford algebras is that when 
dim V =n is even, @ is simple. We shall now proceed to prove this result. 
Suppose that Z is an arbitrary nonzero two-sided ideal in @. Any nonzero 
element u¢ QW can be written uniquely as 


(116) = polt — Dig enegtptt(¥4.) > +4 (%,)- 
1si1 <ig<:::<i;sn 

We shall choose u to be a nonzero element of Z with the smallest number 
of nonzero 9;,,...,;, in its expansion (116). Now, a direct calculation shows 
that when r is odd, m(v,)- + -7(v;,) and m(v;) commute if 7 is one of 7,,---, 4, 
and anticommute if j is none of 7,,---,7,; whereas, when r is even, the 
situation is exactly the reverse. Consequently, when n itself is even and 
there is at least one p,,,...;,#0 in (116) above, one can find s, (k,,---, ks), 
and some j, such that p,,...., #0 and (v,,)---(v,,) anticommutes with 
a(v,). As (v,)[7(v;,) + > -7(v;,) (vj) = + 7(0;,)- + -7(v;,,) any way, we obtain 


(117) m(v,)um(v;) = pol+ > Diy, ---sty™(Vi,) > 77(%;,) 


(iro. dy) #(k1.+"* Ks) 


Pig, Ung) * HM a,)s 


where pj, .....i,= + Di,,...,i,, Writing u’ = 3(u + m(v;)ur(v;)), we get, on noting 
that u’ € J, 

u’ = pol+ > Pia oerts(M%,) + + 7(%,)s 

(ips-tt sty) #(K14°'', Ks) 

where 9}, ...,4,=4(Di,,--,4; +Pi,,-,,)) Since the number of nonzero 
Pi,,.--,t, 18 Strictly less than the number of nonzero 9,,....;,, we have a 
contradiction to the minimal nature of wu. This shows that all p,, ...,,, must 
vanish in (116). But then p)>#0 and hence 1 € Y, showing that D=@. 
We have therefore proved that @ is simple when n is even. 
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The Spin Representation. By the classical Wedderburn structure 
theorem (cf., for example, Weyl [2], pp. 79-96, 280-290), there exists, 
up to equivalence, exactly one finite dimensional irreducible representation 
of the simple associative algebra @ when n is even. Let us select a repre- 
sentation of this unique equivalence class and denote it by p. It is known 
that in the left regular representation of @, p occurs exactly as many times 
(as a direct summand) as its dimension. Hence 


(118) dining = 205 (n even). 


Let us write & for the vector space in which p acts. Let G, be the orthog- 
onal group of V and, for any Le Gz, let x > x" be the automorphism of 
@ induced by L. Then x —> p(x") is also an irreducible representation of @ 
in &. Consequently, there exists an invertible linear transformation S, 
of & such that 


(119) p(x") = Sip(x)S,~* 
for all xe @; note that this is guaranteed as soon as we have 
p(7(Lv)) = Si p(m(v))S,~* 


for allv ¢ V. We may even choose S, such that det S,; =1. Now, by Schur’s 
lemma, S, is determined by (119) up to a constant multiplying factor. 
Hence, if LZ, L’eG, and we choose S,,S8,’, and S, such that (119) is 
satisfied for L, L’, and LL’ with S,, S,', and So, respectively, we obtain 
the relation 


(120) Sy = oS,8,' (cE C); 


the determinant condition on S,, S,, and S,’ implies that |o|=1. 
Let Gy be the lese group of all invertible linear transformations of & of 
determinant 1. The set of all (L,S,) eG, x Gs, such that 


p(7(Lv))S; = Syp(m(v)) 


for all ve V, is obviously a closed subset of G,xG,, and the map 
(Z,S,)-—> L is continuous and maps this set onto G,. Hence, by the 
Federer-Morse lemma (cf. Chapter V), there exists a Borel map 
L > 8,(L) of G, into Gy such that (119) is satisfied by S,(Z) for all xe @. 
But then (120) implies that L—8S,(Z) is a projective (nonunitary) 
representation of G, in &. We have 


S(LL’) = m(L,L')8(L)S(L') 


for all L, L’e G,. The associative law L(L’L”)=(LL’')L" shows at once 
that m is a multiplier for G,. Since G, is semisimple, we may use the theory 
of multipliers (Chapter VIT) to lift 8, to a representation 8’ of the covering 
group G,* of Gz. As G,* does not have any one-dimensional representa- 


RELATIVISTIC FREE PARTICLES 853 


tions other than the trivial one, 8’ is uniquely determined by 8. 
S’(é—> S’(f)) is thus the unique representation of G,* in X such that 


(121) p((L/v)) = 8'(Z)p(m(v))S'(2)-+ 


for all ve V, > L* being the covering homomorphism of G,* onto Gs. 

The elements of & will be called spinors and the representation 
S’'(¢ > S'(¢)) and its irreducible components are called the spin represen- 
tations. We treat the elements of X as determining a new type of quantity, 
say q, such that when V undergoes the orthogonal transformation L/, q¢ 
undergoes the transformation S'(/). It was E. Cartan who discovered, in 
infinitesimal form, the spin representations; the global version was con- 
structed by H. Weyl. Cartan also proved that the spin representations of 
G,* cannot be obtained by decomposing the tensor algebra over V for 
n> 4 with respect to the natural action of G,*. The reader who is interested 
in a deeper study of these matters should consult Cartan’s book [1], 
Chevalley’s account [4], and the article of Brauer and Wey] [1]. 

We shall now extend these results to the case of real vector spaces and 
quadratic forms. Let V° be a real vector space of dimension n, n being 
even. Let B° be a nonsingular symmetric bilinear form on V° x V°. We 
write V for the complexification of V° and B for the bilinear form on 
V x V which extends B°. As n>4, the group of invertible endomorphisms 
of V° of determinant | which leave 8° invariant, is semisimple. We write 
Go for the connected component of the identity of this group. Identifying 
each endomorphism of V° with its natural extension to V (as a complex 
endomorphism), we have G,oCG,. Let G,0* be the universal covering 
group of G0. Then, denoting by & the space of all spinors, we have a 
projective representation 


SEs) 
of G,o in X such that p(m(Lv)) =S,(L)p(7(v))S,(L)~? for all Le Gyo and 


ve V°. Since Go is semisimple we may argue as before to deduce the 
existence of a unique representation 


£-> 8(Z) 
of G,o* in & such that 
(122) plm( Lév)) = S°(¢)p((v))S(¢) “> 


for all ve V° and fe G,0*, > LI being the covering map. It is usual to 
call S° and its components also as spin representations. 

It is usual to exhibit S° in a particular way involving the so-called 
Dirac y matrices. We shall select a basis {wo,---, Wn-1} for V° such that 


(123) B°(w,,Ws) = erOre 
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where 


1 
(124) ae e: 


If F is the matrix diag{eo, €,,---, &,-1}, then G, can be identified with the 
connected component of the identity of the group of all matrices L such 
that L'FL=F. Since F-!=F, we can argue exactly as we did in the 
Lorentz case to conclude that L‘ ¢ G,o, whenever L € Gg. Since G,0* is 
the universal covering group of G,0, there exists an anti-automorphism 


IA IA 


(125) £->¢* 


of G,o* such that it induces the anti-automorphism L-— L*‘ of Go 
(cf. (55)). If we write 


(126) S(2) = SP*)~* (FE Gig0*), 


then it follows from (122) that “— S(f) is the unique representation of 
G,o* in & such that 


(127) S(2)~* p(a(v))S(P) = p(x((L/)'v)) 
for all ve V° and Ze G,go*. Let us now write 
(128) Yr = pl(7(w,)). 
Then, as p(z(v)?)= B(v,v)1 for all v e V°, we have 

el 0<r<n-l), 
(129) { Yr &, ( n ) 

Vi¥sty¥s¥r = 0 (r #8). 

Conversely, given endomorphisms yo,---, y,-; of some vector space 2’ 


satisfying (129), there exists obviously a unique representation p’ of the 
Clifford algebra @ in X’ such that p’(7(w,))=y,; in fact, we need only to 
define p’ by this equation on V and extend it to @ using the universal 
property (113). p’ will then be equivalent to a multiple of p. Hence dim &’ 
will be a multiple of 27. If dim &’=2”?, then p’ will itself be irreducible, 
leading to the irreducibility of the set {yo,---,y,-,}. Im this case, the 
equation (127) becomes 


foal 


(130) S(2)-*y,S(2) = > a,<(LA)ys5 
s=0 
where a,,(L) is the r-sth matrix entry of LZ with respect to the basis 
{wWo,° Fs) Wrnys 
We summarize our discussion so far in this section in the form of the 
following theorem. 


Theorem 9.5. Let V be a complex n-space, n>4, and even Let B bea 
nonsingular symmetric bilinear form on Vx V. Then, the Clifford algebra 
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over V associated with B is simple, and has, up to (linear) equivalence, 
exactly one irreducible finite dimensional representation p; dim p=2”?. 
Suppose now that V° is a real linear subspace of V of real dimension n 
such that the restriction B°, of B to V°x V°, is real. Let {wo,:++, w,-1} be 
a basis for V° such that the relations (123) are satisfied. Then there exists a 
set {¥o,°+ +, ¥n—i} of 2"! x 2"? complex matrices such that the relations (129) 
are satisfied. {yo, ¥1,° ++; Yn—1} U8 necessarily irreducible and any two sets of 
such y’s are connected by a similarity transformation y, > Ay,A~}. Finally, 
if n>4, there exists a unique representation S of the universal covering group 
of the connected component of the identity of G30 such that the relations (130) 
are satisfied. 


The matrices y, are usually known as Dirac’s y matrices. 

Consider now the case when n=4 and V° has a basis {wo,w,,w2,w3} 
such that B(w,wo)=1, B(w,,w,)=—1 (r=1, 2, 3). We are then dealing 
with a Minkowskian form. We shall now exhibit a particular choice of the 
y’s. Let 01, 2, o, be the matrices ((55) of Chapter VIII) defined by 


0 1 o = 1 0 
a=; (ae ey ye 


and let yo, v1; Y2, Y3 be the 4x 4 matrices defined by 


0 1 0 —-oa 
= = r = 1, 2,3). 
ay n-(; gh w=(. og) ) 


It is then a routine matter to check that the relations (129) are satisfied. 
Since the y’s are 4x4 matrices and their irreducible realization is also 
four-dimensional, {yo,71,72,y3} must be irreducible. In this case, Go is 
the connected homogeneous Lorentz group H, G,* is the group SL(2,€) = 
H*, and the covering map is what we have been denoting by m — 8(m). 
The relations (130) become: 


(132) S(m)~*y,8(m) = > a,,(8(m))y,  (r = 0, 1, 2, 8). 


yo is a Hermitian matrix; y;, y2, and y3 are skew Hermitian. 
We may use (132) to analyze the representation S of H* in greater 
detail. Let * (cf. (52)) be the Lie algebra of H*. Then, we have, from 


(132), 
(133) [S(X),y] = Pa y, (r=0,1,2,3) 


(for 8, see (54)). We shall now determine the matrices S(X) in terms of the 
y’s. Since the y’s are irreducible, we can write S(X) as a linear combination 
of the 16 elements 1, y,; yr¥s) ¥e¥s¥v YoY1¥2¥s- Lhe commutation rules 


356 GEOMETRY OF QUANTUM THEORY 


(129) and (133) imply easily that each S(X) must be a linear combination 
of 1 and the y,y, (r<s). Since the matrices of any representation of a 
semisimple Lie algebra are of trace 0,f and since tr(y,y;)= — tr(ysyr) =9 
for r 4s, S(X) must be a combination of only the y,y,. Let 


S(X) = > Crs(X )yrVs- 
O<r<ss3 
Substituting this into (133) we obtain, after a brief calculation, 
Cs(X) = ha5,(8(X)) 
so that 


(134) S(X)=4 DS  ay(8(X) yrs. 


Osr<s<3 


If we now use the formula (54), we find, after some calculation, 


135 S(X ae. 
(135) (=, eal 
from which we obtain the formula 

m 0 
(136) S(m) = 0 (mys) 


here the asterisk denotes complex adjunction. Formulas (135) and (136) 
display the structure of the representation S explicitly. 

The notion of a spinor field on any manifold on which the inhomogeneous 
Lorentz group acts can now be introduced. Let X be the space on which 
the inhomogeneous group G=H x’ R* acts. Let & be the space of four 
complex dimensions on which the spin representation S of H* acts. A 
spinor field is then a function % from X into & with the following trans- 
formation property: if we transform X into itself by the element (8(/),x) 
where x is the translation and 6(h) is the homogeneous component, then 
7% transforms into the function %’, where 


(137) by) = S(A)p((d(h),2)~*-y) (ye X). 


5. REPRESENTATIONS IN VECTOR BUNDLES AND 
WAVE EQUATIONS 


The descriptions obtained in Section 3 for the representations of the 
inhomogeneous Lorentz group are not quite suitable for making explicit 
some of the physical features of free relativistic particles. Also explicit 


+ Since any element of the Lie algebra is a sum of elements of the form [X,Y] (ef. 
Chevalley [3], p. 67). 
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calculations become difficult since the formulas of Section 3 involve 
certain cocycles whose existence was only proved abstractly. Our first 
concern in this section is to give more geometric descriptions of these 
representations which will be free of the disadvantages mentioned above. 
In each case we shall construct an appropriate vector bundle on the orbit 
in question, and exhibit the states of the particle as square integrable 
sections of this bundle. These results were first rigorously obtained by 
Bargmann and Wigner [1]. We shall follow their discussion without any 
essential modifications. 

We shall next prove that these sections can be regarded as tempered 
distributions (in the sense of L. Schwartz) in momentum space P4. This 
enables us to take Fourier transforms and obtain the Hilbert spaces as 
spaces of (tempered) distributions on R*. The differential equations 
satisfied by these distributions will then be the wave equations. We shall 
see at this stage the famous Dirac and Maxwell equations making their 
appearance. 

The distributions in space-time which describe the states of the particles 
are actually functions at least for a dense linear manifold of states. These 
functions are then seen to transform under the Lorentz group exactly like 
spinor fields, thus tying up the theory with the usual principles of 
relativistic physics according to which the states of the free particles are 
to be represented by spin fields in space-time. 


The Representations U™ +’ Corresponding to Mass m, Spin j. We shall 
fix m>0O and consider the orbit X,,* with invariant measure a,,*. We 
introduce the complex 4-space C* in which the Dirac matrices yo, v1, yo, y3 
act as linear transformations, and treat the elements of €* as spinors. 
The spin representation h —> S(h) (h ¢ H*) is, of course, determined by 
the equations (132). We take for the y’s the matrices defined by the 
relation (131). We write {e,¢,,€2,€3} for the standard basis vectors of C*; 
e; has the components $j, 8,1, 82, 5;3. We write ¢.,.> for the usual 
Hermitian inner product for €*; <e,,e,>=5,,. 

We begin by defining the bundle B*:’/? as 


3 
(138) ese {(p.) pe X,*,ve, py DiNiY? = mo 
k=0 


with the projection 
(139) a: (p,v) > p. 


An easy calculation based on (132) and (55) shows that if (p,v) ¢ By’*?, 
then so does (8(h)p,S(h*~*)v). Thus 


(140) h,(p,v) > (p,v)” = (8(h)p,S(h*-*)v) 
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converts B,*>1/2 into a H*-space. The action is smooth and projects to 
the usual H*-action on X,,*. For any pe X,,* the fiber at p is the linear 
subspace of C* given by 


3 
(141) Be12(p) = {(p.) » > pnw = mo}, 
k=0 


For the point (m,0,0,0), (141) reduces to the equation 
YoU = Vv, 


From our formula (131) for yo we see the fiber at (m,0,0,0) is the two- 
dimensional subspace spanned by e,+e3 and e,+e,. Hence (141) also 
defines a two-dimensional subspace. 

We shall construct next a family of covariant inner products on the 
fibers of the bundle. From the formulas (136) for S(h) we obtain 


(142) S(h)*yoS(h) = Yo 


after a trivial calculation. Hence the representation S leaves invariant 
the Hermitian form v > m~ <yov,v> in C*. This form is actually positive 
definite on each fiber of the bundle B*:1/2. To see this, we consider a 
(p,v) € Bt:4/2, We have: 


D, Pedr) = M00). 


Now, <yov,v> 1s real as yp is Hermitian, and ¢y,v,v> is purely imaginary, 
as y, is skew Hermitian. Hence, as the right side of the above equation is 
real, we must have >3_, p,<y,v,v> =0. We may therefore write 


PoXVov,Y> aa MCV,V> 
or 
(143) m-*Kyov,Y> = Po *<vv> — (vE By,**?/?(p)). 


Equation (143) exhibits explicitly the positive definite character of the 
form v > m~}<yov,v> on the fibers of Bx >1/?, 

We now introduce the Hilbert space #+:1/? of Borel sections of the 
bundle Bz’?. The value of |p|? for a section g(p — ¢(p)) is simply 
the integral 


[. Po *<P(P),(p)>dotm * (p). 


Now, using the formula in theorem 9.2 for a,,+, we can rewrite this as 


(144) Welt = | ole).oln app) 


RELATIVISTIC FREE PARTICLES 859 


where 


dp dpdp, 
145 dB+ +1 Sh eee 
( ) Bm"(P) 2( py? + po? + p37 +m?) 


The representation U of G* in #{°1/? is given by 


(146) (Un,<p)(p) = exp Xx, p}p(d(h)-*p)", 


where g(p)” is defined by (140). 

To identify U with U™+12 we use theorem 6.20. We must accordingly 
determine the representation of the stability group K*, induced on the 
fiber at (m,0,0,0). This fiber is the subspace of all vectors of C* of the form 


(") where v € C2; and for he K*, as h=h*~', (136) and (140) give us the 


(0) 

v hv 

This shows that the representation of K* on the fiber at (m,0,0,0) is just 
D2, In view of theorem 6.20, we may conclude that the representation 
defined by (146) is equivalent to U™ ++1/2, 

We now proceed to the case of higher spin. We consider a half integer j 
(= 4) and write 2;=N. For each v=1, 2,---, N we define y,” (r=0, 1, 2, 3) 
to be the operator in the N-fold tensor product C* @---@ C*=C*2% 
which sends wu, @--:@ Uy to u,;’@®---@ uy, where u,’=u, for 1Av 
and w,’=y,u,: in the obvious notation, 


(147), =1@--@y@1@®--@l (l<v<W). 


action 


For pe X,,* we define B*’’(p) as the set of all (p,t), where ¢ belongs to 
the subspace of €*®% consisting of all symmetric tensors t such that 


Me 


(148) Pry t = mt (= 1) 2)---, Ny). 


7— 0 


We define B+? by 
(149) Brvi= U. Ba'(p). 


pEXmt 


It is easy to verify that By -’(p) is the subspace of the symmetric tensors 
which belong to B*:1/?2(p) @---@ Bt+/2(p). 
For (p,t) ¢ B77 and h e H*, we define 


(150) (p,t)" = (8(h)p,Sy(h*"*)t), 
where 


(151) Sy(h) = S(h) @-+-@ S(A). 
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Sy(h*"*) maps the space By'!/?(p) @:--@ Byr'/?(p) onto the space 
B+ /2(8(h)p) @---@ Br:1?(8(h)p), and leaves the space of symmetric 
tensors invariant. Hence (150) converts BZ’ into a H*-space. Further- 
more, Sy leaves invariant the Hermitian form 


i> m- "(yo @- ++ @ vot, Oy, 


where <.,.)y denotes the natural Hermitian inner product in C*®”; 
(143) shows that for all ¢¢ BZ :1/2(p) @---@ Bz’*/?(p) one has 


m-N(y¥o @-++@ Yodt, Oy = Po *<t.bn 


so that this Hermitian form is positive definite on B*:1/?(p) @--- 
© Bt !2(p), and hence, in particular, on each fiber of B*:’. The repre- 
sentation of the stability group K* induced on the fiber at (m,0,0,0) being 
the natural one carried by the space of symmetric tensors on the fiber of 
B+ at (m,0,0,0), is equivalent to Dé (ef. Chapter VIII). We now define 
H ;* 7 to be the Hilbert space of Borel sections g of B* +? with 


(152) il? = [ , <ole).o(e)>xdBat (0), 
where 
dp,dp.dp 
Fe ee 62 
(153) apr (p) = 2(p,2 + po? + page + m2)" FDA 


The representation U is defined by 
(154) (Un,29)(P) = exp Kx, p}p(3(h)~*p)". 


U~U™+4 by theorem 6.20. 

The reader might have noticed that we have not treated the spinless 
case in terms of the spinor calculus. This can also be done provided we 
consider, instead of the bundle (149), the bundle where the fibers are made 
up of skew symmetric tensors. More precisely, let 


(155) Br? = {(p,t):peX,,*,teC* @ Ct, t skew symmetric, 
(> pry,’)t = mt, v = 1, 2}, 
with the norm defined for any Borel section p of the bundle by 


(156) lol? = | <oln).9(p)>adBt 70). 


The representation of G* is then defined in the same way as (154). Fora 
given pe X,,*, the fiber of BZ °° at p consists of all skew symmetric 
elements of B,**/*(p) @ Bz '*?(p) which form an one-dimensional space. 
As the unitary group K* has no nontrivial one-dimensional representations, 
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it induces the trivial representation on the’ fiber of Bt» at (m,0,0,0). 
Hence the representation of G* defined in the Hilbert space of sections of 
B,?° is equivalent to U™ +9, 


The Representations U*t:*". These representations may be obtained 
by passing to the limit in U™ +3 as m > 0+. We write 


3 
(157) a {(p.) :pexX,t, vet, ~ YR of. 


r=0 
By* is a bundle over X,.* and the action h,(p,v) — (p,v)", where 
(158) (p,vy" = (8(h)p,S(h*”*)v) 


converts it into a H*-space. For any m>0, the fiber of Bj °1/? at pM= 
((1+m?)*/?,0,0,1) is spanned by the vectors 


gme, + 3(1+(1+m?)*)e,, 
vg™ = $(1+(1+m?)??)e,-+ mes, 


which converge, as m-—>0+, to e3 and eg, respectively. Now e, and e, 
span the fiber of B,* at (1,0,0,1). Since H* is transitive on X,,* and Xq*, 
the same is true at any other point: if p ¢ Xq*, there are points p™ € X,,* 
which converge to p as m —> 0+, with the property that any vector v in 
the fiber of By* at p can be expressed as lim v”, where v™ belongs to the 
fiber of Bx 1/2 at p™). However, all this could be done with — m instead of 
m, showing that the bundles B*;}/? also collapse to By*. On the other 
hand, the endomorphism 


(159) LP = tyoyiy2ys 


transforms B*:1/2(p) into B*;"/2(p) for each p € X,,* for any m>0, as is 
easily seen from the fact that I: anticommutes with all the y,. In the limit, 
I leaves the fibers of By* invariant, leading to further degeneracies. 

We calculate quickly that 


Lone 
(160) Tr = (; \): 


Hence I commutes with all S(h) (cf. (136)). Thus, if (p,v) € Bot, (p,Tv) € 
B,*. On the fiber at (1,0,0,1) T has the eigenvalues +1. Hence the same 
is true on all the fibers. We may now define the bundles By’ **/? by 
(161) Bg-#? = {(p,») : (pv) € Bot, Tv = Fo}. 


H* leaves both Bg’+!/? and Bg:~?/? invariant. A simple calculation shows 
that for the stability group #* at (1,0,0,1) the representation induced on 
the fibers at (1,0,0,1) becomes 


(162) Meg > 2*?, 
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We have already seen that the Hermitian form 


Vv —> Po *Xv,v> 


is left invariant by the S(h) and is positive definite on the fibers of Bz °7/?. 
Therefore, letting m—>0+, we may conclude that the form is still 
invariant. At (1,0,0,1), the fiber of B)* is spanned by eg and eg on which 
the form considered is even positive definite. Hence, it is positive definite 
on each fiber. We are thus in a position to apply theorem 6.20. #7: #1? 
is the Hilbert space of Borel sections » of By’ *"/? with 


(163) jolt = | <o(p).0()rabs-*) 
where 
dp,dpdp; 
164 dBe Xp) = ——S 
ed PO) = 3p Ftp + Be) 
The representation U, which is equivalent to U*’*?, is defined by 
(165) (Un, 2~)(p) = exp x, p}p(S(h)~*p)”. 


For higher n, we proceed as in the case of nonzero mass. We write for 
n>1, 


3 
(166) Bg+*"? = {(v :pe Xt, tector, (> ar) = 0, 
r=0 


[% =Ft,v= 1,2, 
where 
(167) PY = ty0"y1"Y2"¥3"- 


The action of H* on these bundles is the obvious one. The norm of a 
section is defined by 


(168) \lpl? = IL (P(P),9(P) nd Bo "(P); 
with 

eR dp,dpdps 
(169) aps °"(p) = MER oere 


We shall end this discussion with a description of the representation 


U*:? © U*>~? which lends itself more readily to physical interpretation. 
We consider the bundle 


3 
(170) B= {(p.) :pEXy*, ve Ct, {pv} = povo— > pv, = of. 
r=1 
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H* acts on B as follows: 
(171) (p,v)" = (8(h)p,8(h)v). 
¥or v, v’ € C* we introduce the Lorentz-Hermite form 

Q(v,v') = —{v,v0'*} = —vqv9'* + 0j01'* + vgv9'* + 0304". 

We may regard the fiber B(p) of B at p as the complexified tangent space 
to X, at pso that Bis simply the complexified tangent bundle, and (171) 
gives the usual action on such bundles. Since 6(h) is real for each h, 
6(h) preserves this Hermitian form also. We claim that v—> —{v,v*} is 
nonnegative on each fiber of B. It is enough to prove this at (1,0,0,1), where 
the fiber is spanned by w,=(1,0,0,1), w2=(0,1,0,0), and w3=(0,0,1,0). 
The form, expressed in the basis just described, becomes a,w,+a,wo+ 


a3W3z —> |a2|?+|a3|?. Let #~ be the space of equivalence classes of Borel 
sections » of B for which 


(172) lol? = [~(olp),9(p)*}da0*(p) < oo. 


A ~ is complete, but ||-|| as defined in (172) is not a norm, but only a 
seminorm. In order that | || =0, it is necessary and sufficient that the 


vector (po(P),1(P),P2(P),p3(P)) be proportional to (9,71, P2,Ps3), i-e., the 
relations 


(173) PP— PrP; = 0 (0<j<k< 3) 


be satisfied for «,*-almost all p. We write # for the Hilbert space obtained 
by going over to the quotient space modulo (173). 
The representation U~ is first defined in #~ by setting 


h 


(Ur.2p)(p) = exp tx, p}p(8(h)~*p)”. 
We now observe that if {p(p),¢(~)*}=0 for almost all p, the same is true 
for Ux. also. Hence U~ induces a representation, say U, in # To 
compute the equivalence class of U we proceed, in view of theorem 6.20, 
to determine the representation of the stability group #* at (1,0,0,1), 
induced on the quotient space of the fiber of B at (1,0,0,1), modulo the 
one-dimensional subspace spanned by (1,0,0,1) itself. Since w,, we, w3 span 
the fiber at (1,0,0,1) we find, modulo w,, that the matrix m,., acts as 
follows: 
(174) We —> Re(z?)w, — Im(z?)ws, 

Ws — Im(z?)we.+ Re(z?)w3. 

Equations (174) show that the representation of Z* in question is the 
direct sum of the two characters 


£2 
Meg —> 2*, 


This proves that U ~U+t?@Ut:-?. 
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The Representations U*+:’ and U*-’.’. These cannot be obtained by any 
limiting process from the representations corresponding to particles of 
nonzero rest mass. Since the inducing representations are infinite dimen- 
sional, these are not of much physical interest as the usual interpretation 
forces the spin observables to have infinite spectra. We do not discuss 
these in this book. The reader who is interested may refer to the articles 
of Bargmann- Wigner [1] and Wigner [5]. 


The Infinitesimal Operators. One of the advantages of describing the 
representations of the group G* in Hilbert spaces of sections of various 
vector bundles is that the infinitesimal operators, which are in general 
unbounded, are all applicable to the smooth sections of the bundle. We 
can thus study the infinitesimal representation in a very explicit fashion. 
If X is any element of the Lie algebra of G* and U is a representation of 
G*, we write X~ for the self-adjoint operator such that 


(175) exp(wtX ~) Ue 


The calculations involved in computing the various operators X are very 
simple, and we confine ourselves to the determination of the angular 
momenta M,,, l1<r,s<3 (ef. Section 2 for the definition of the elements 
VEE 


Mass m > 9, Spin j. We obtain from (134) the equation 


: ] 3 
Sx(X) = 5 DD, aeel8(X))ye"e" 


v=l k<? 


for the differential of the representation (cf. (151)) Sy. Choosing X in the 
Lie algebra of H* so that 8(X)= My. (1<k<?<3), we find, from (154), 


(176) Mie = Migs t+ Mizop, 


where (p is a smooth section with compact support) 


N 
(177) Miz = (3 > nv) 
y=1 
and 
ine a 
(178) Moa ( Bore x) 
k4;0P Pe Op, Pr Op, Pp 


In formulas (176) through (178), 1 <k<?¢<3. The operators M i, represent 
the orbital angular momenta, and the operators M kas represent the spin 
angular momenta. Note that the operators My, (k<7) are bounded, 
whereas the operators M 7,,. are essentially self-adjoint when restricted to 
the linear manifold of the C® sections with compact support of the 
bundle, as is easily seen by applying van Hove’s lemma (cf. Chapter VIII) 
to the manifold X,,*. 
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The case of the zero mass particles is discussed similarly. The formulas 
(176) through (178) remain valid without any change. 


The Wave Equations. The traditional way of describing the states of a 
free particle is to put down a linear differential equation in space-time 
whose solutions will form the linear space, the rays of which are to 
describe the dynamical states of the particles. The equation will in general 
be invariant under the relativity group so that there will be a natural 
representation of the relativity group in the space of solutions. Such 
equations are known as wave equations. We shall now obtain wave 
equations corresponding to the various particles. 

There are a few technical points to be attended to in the formulation of 
these equations. In the first place, the solutions in general will be Schwartz 
distributions in space-time. In the second place, not every solution will 
represent a state; the correct way to single out the relevant solutions is to 
define a norm on the space of solutions and take only those whose norm is 
finite. These norms, which are of course Hilbertian, are in general quite 
difficult to describe, because the general element is not a function but a 
distribution. The physical literature in general does not pay attention to 
these details. An a priori approach to the theory of such Hilbert spaces of 
distributions on manifolds has been given by Schwartz [3]. 

From our point of view, we overcome these difficulties quite simply 
because the Hilbert spaces are already precisely defined; the states are 
certain square integrable functions (scalar or vector valued) on the orbits. 
We then treat these as measures on P4 and take their Fourier transforms. 
The transformed space will consist of distributions, and we can obtain 
the form of the equation satisfied by them by a look at the measures on 
momentum space. It might be mentioned that when there is no momentum 
space (for example, when space-time is curved), the above approach 
will fail. The problem of rigorous descriptions of the wave equations in 
such cases must be considered open. 

Given a distribution in P*, one cannot define its Fourier transform unless 
it is tempered. We recall, therefore, the definition of tempered distributions 
(cf. Schwartz (2]). Let V be a real n-dimensional Euclidean space with the 
positive definite product <.,.> and Lebesgue measure dv. For any trans- 
lation invariant differential operator D and any complex polynomial g on 
V, the function 

y > sup |9g(v)(Dp)(»)| 


is a seminorm on C',“(V) and the collection of these seminorms induces a 
locally convex topology for C,°(V); its completion may be identified with 
S(V), the space of C” functions on V for which 


sup la(v)(Dep)(v)| < 
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for all g and D. If {v,,---, v,} is an orthonormal basis for V, the operators 
Dy... vq = (@/@2x1)"3+ + -(8/Ox,,)"» linearly span the algebra of all translation 
invariant differential operators, 7,,:--,x, being the linear coordinate 
functions on V associated with the chosen basis. The topology can then 
be also induced by the collection of the seminorms 


sup \(l+2,7+ Roe +2,7)*(D,,, soe vn Pas” * a) In)| 
Li." 


es 
for various k=0, 1, 2,--- and »v,,--:,v,>0. A tempered distribution # 
is a complex valued linear functional on C,”(V) which is continuous in the 
topology induced by these collections of seminorms. By extending these 
to £(V) we may also regard a tempered distribution as a continuous 
linear functional on S(V). 
For any ge “¥(V), the function ¢, where 


Ge) = 2m)" | expl—iKewy]o(odo (we V) 
Vv 
is also in S(V) and 
p>@ 
is an automorphism of “(V). Given any tempered distribution 
E(p > Eg), pe S(V)), 
we may then define its Fourier transform £ by the equation 
(179) L(g) = E(¢). 
If LZ is any linear automorphism of V of determinant +1, Z induces, in 


a natural fashion, an automorphism of the space /(V), and (by duality) 
of the space of tempered distributions. We write 


(180) (E*)(p) = E(p*™’), 


where g’~* is the function v > g(Zv). Taking Fourier transforms of 
(180), we get 
(181) (> = 22> 
where L° is defined by 
(182) (D> = ba (v,v’ EV). 
The map 
F:E->E 
is then a linear automorphism of the space of tempered distributions. Let 
{v1,++, Un} be an orthonormal basis, P and Q two complex polynomials 


of n real variables, and write 


Q(@101 + ao +2,0,) = Q(x1;° say Zn); 
D> = P(0/0x,,- Saar 0/0x,). 
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Then, for any tempered distribution £, 
(qDpE)~* = Do.P*E, 
where P* is the polynomial 


Pleoreb «+ - +2) = P(1ay,- ++, tq) 
and 


ae . @ 
Dy. = igi) 


All this is well known and may be found in Schwartz’s book [2]. 
The possibility of describing the free particles by relativistically 
invariant wave equations in R* depends on the following lemma. 


Lemma 9.6. Let s be a real number >0 and f a complex valued Borel 
function on P* such that 
(183) [ . DIPPo~*dan*(p) < 00 (m > 0), 
Then the distributiont 

Trg > | fplepWdan*(») (9¢0.°(P 9) 
is well defined, tempered, and its Fourier transform 1, satisfies the “wave 
equation” 
(184) (+m*)?, = 0, 
where 
CT Gag! Ba? Bagi Bat 


Proof. We shall show that 7', is a tempered distribution. Consider first 
the case m>0. Then X,,* is a closed submanifold in P* and the above 
integral obviously exists for all peC,(P*). To prove that 7’; is a tempered 
distribution, we take a k>4s+2 and rewrite 7';(p) as 


1 
To) = 5 | Lirow)pa "Gey pode, 
where 
G(p) = pS—2/?(1 +997 +917 +907 +957) *?, 


(PoP) = —(PoP)(1 +07 +917 + p27 + p37)", 
and 
Do = (m2 +p,7 + po? + ps")"?. 


+ Actually a complex Borel measure. 
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Since both G@ and the function p —> f(po,p) po °*?”? are in ¥7(dp), we have, 
for a suitable constant C, and all y €C,°(P*), 


IT (p)| < C alt \(1+<p.p>)*p(p)|. 


This proves at once that 7’; is a tempered distribution. 
We proceed to the case m=0. We shall first show that 7';(p) is well 
defined, i.e., that the function 


P > f(Po,P)P(Po-P)2P0~ * 
is Lebesgue integrable in the domain p> 0 of P?. But as 


Pp —f(Po.p)po St??? and P > v(Po,p)pe-P? 


are both square integrable in P, the assertion follows. We now argue as 
before to conclude that 


[T-(p)| < C sup |(1+<p.p))*e(p)| 


for suitable constants C and k. This completes the proof that 7’, is a 
tempered distribution. 

We may therefore form the Fourier transform a of T,,. Since T,(p) =0 
whenever y = 0 on X,,*, we have, for all peC,*(P'), 


T';(( Po? — p17 — Po" — ps*—m?)p) = 0 


or 
(185) _  (Do7—p17 — po? — pg? —m*)T, = 0. 


The distribution (po? —p,? — pa? — p32 — m?)T,, is tempered and its Fourier 
transform is (— [1] —m?)7,. Hence (185) leads to the equation 


(O+m?)7, = 0. 


Corollary 9.7. If f moreover vanishes outside a compact subset of P*4 
and is also bounded, then-T, is a function on R4—in fact, an entire function 
and the equation (184) is satisfied in the usual sense. 


Proof. 7’, is now a finite complex measure on P* with compact support. 
It is well known that es is then an entire function. Equation (184) then 
implies the same relation in the usual classical sense. 


We are now in a position to describe the wave equations in R*. Let us 
first consider the case of mass m and spin }. The Hilbert space of the 
representation U™:*:1/? is the space of sections f of the bundle By*>!/2 
with the norm defined by (144). Writing 


f = (fofifats ), 
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we have 
(186) D, WP (P) = mfp) 


for a,, *-almost all p; the norm is given by 


Isl? = > |, MiCnoIPpo~ Men" 


From lemma 9.6 we may now conclude that 7, is a tempered distribu- 
tion on P* for all r=0, 1, 2, 3. Let ® be the Fourier transform of T,, 
considered as a (C*-valued) vectorial distribution on R‘, 


© healt). 


f2? 


Then ® is tempered, and we have, as a consequence of (186), 


eee 

(187) pa Ye oe ® = m®. 
We observe that the equation 

(D+m?)® = 0 
follows from (187). In fact, the square of the operator >3_ ) ty,(d/0x,) is 
in view of the commutation rules (129), simply the operator — 1]; applying 
>3_ 9 ty,(6/dx,) to both sides of (187) we obtain (184). Equation (187) is 
called the Dirac wave equation of the electron. 

The states of a free relativistic particle of rest mass m>0O and spin 4 
may thus be regarded as the rays of a certain Hilbert space of tempered 
C*-valued solutions of (187). If we write out the action of G* on ® using 
formulas (146) and (181), we see that ® transforms like a spinor field on 
space-time (with respect to a suitable action of the inhomogeneous Lorentz 
group G on &*). The equation (187) and the fact that the solutions ® 
transform like spinor fields were first discovered by Dirac [2], and they 
constituted the first great step in the mathematical treatment of 
relativistic systems. 

Using formulas (152), (154), and lemma 12.6, we can write the wave 
equations corresponding to arbitrary spin and arbitrary rest mass m. 
In the general case, with m>0, ® is a tempered distribution on R* whose 
values are tensors of rank N over C*. The wave equations are 


3 
eG 
(188) > ere te EO SaeeaG | 


If we require the distribution ® to take the values in the space of sym- 
metric tensors of rank N over C+, then (188) corresponds to spin 3; as 
before, (188) implies the wave equation 


(I+m?7)D = 0. 
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If N=2 and the values of ® are skew symmetric tensors, then (188) 
defines the spinless particle of nonzero mass. The zero mass equations are 
described similarly. The wave equations are 


3 
a 
(189) 2 fe ®=0 (v=1,2,--+,n) 
and 
(190) tyo'y"yo'ye’P = —O (v= 1, 2,---, 0) 


for the spin 4n case; for spin —4n, the equation (190) is replaced by 
(191) tyo’y1"¥2"¥3"P = ®O (v => Il 2,° cs n). 


In all cases, therefore, we have obtained linear differential equations of 
the first order to describe the states of the particles. The early attempts to 
formulate relativistic one-particle theories led to the second-order equation 
((j+m?)®=0 and were therefore regarded with serious misgiving until 
Dirac discovered the equation (187). 

It is sometimes asserted that the concept of spin enters inevitably in 
any relativistic description of a free particle as soon as one attempts to 
formulate Lorentz invariant first-order wave equations to describe the 
states of the particle. This is a misnomer inasmuch as even the spinless 
particles are described by such equations (cf. (155)). There is only one 
mathematically meaningful way to look at spin—namely, as a conse- 
quence of the method by which one differentiates between different 
systems which are covariant with respect to the group of motions of 
configuration space. 

We have been somewhat vague as to which solutions of these wave 
equations are to be singled out for describing the quantum mechanical 
states of the particle. These solutions will have to be tempered, but this 
alone is not sufficient. In fact, consider a tempered vectorial solution ® 
of (187). We may then write =‘, where ¥ is a tempered distribution on 
P*, Since (O+m)0=0, (p.2-p2—p.2—ps2—m)¥ =0, so that Y 
vanishes for all elements of C,°(P*) of the form 


(Po — Py? — Py? ps?—m)p = pe C°(P4). 


It can be shown easily that an element of C,°(P*) has this form if and 
only if it vanishes on X,,* U X,,~. Therefore, we can construct distribu- 
tions ‘f'* and Y~ living on the submanifolds X,,* and X,,~, respectively, 
such that ¥=¥*+~. Clearly, ¥~ =0 is a necessary condition (the 
so-called restriction to positive energy solutions). But the actual condi- 
tions are very complicated; these imply that ‘’- =0, ¥+ is a measure on 
X,,* absolutely continuous with respect to a,*, and (dV + /dan,*)-po7/? € 
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L7(Xn* C4,c,*). It seems difficult to exhibit natural conditions on © itself 
which are equivalent to these. 

We shall conclude this section with a few remarks on the representation 
U*? @ Ut>~? which was realized in the space of sections of the com- 
plexified tangent bundle to X,* (modulo the subspace of sections whose 
values at each p € X,* are proportional to p). If we write 


(192) cf aa (fofifeSa) 


for a section of the complexified tangent bundle of X,*, then (170) leads to 


(193) PofolP)— >, PrfelP) = 


Let 
@ = fe = (Do,0,,P2, 93), 


where 7’, is the vectorial measure, 


T;: o> | ‘ Seda”. 
Xo 
Then we have, as (po? —p,2—p2?—p3")T, = 0, 
C(]® = 0. 


Moreover, (193) gives us 


7] a] 7) 0 


uay Bim °° Ga, 2 Be, Bey 


— 9; = 0. 

However, different © will correspond in general to the same state; the 
condition that ® and ©’ may represent the same vector in the Hilbert 
space of states is the Fourier transform of (173), i.e 


re) 0 
— Yea a = 2 O-d’ = 
a om 0 (7,4 =0,1,2,3) ( ) 
or 
(195) curl ¥ = 0. 


The equations []P=0 are the well known Maxwell equations; the 
condition (194) is the so-called Lorentz condition and (195) gives the 
gauge condition. In particle physics, the representation which we are 
discussing now is assumed to represent the photon. A closer analysis 
reveals that the two representations U+:** represent the photon in its 
two states of left and right circular polarization. We do not go into these 
ideas here. 
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6. INVARIANCE UNDER THE INVERSIONS 


We have so far restricted our attention to the transformation properties 
of the states of a free particle under the connected inhomogeneous Lorentz 
group. We shall now examine the behavior of the states under the inver- 
sions also. The main result of this section asserts that the irreducible 
representation of the connected group G* associated with a particle of 
mass m>0O can be enlarged in an essentially unique fashion to a repre- 
sentation of the complete inhomogeneous Lorentz group G into the group 
of automorphisms of the states. We shall also obtain explicit formulas 
for the operators which correspond to the inversions. We show further 
that the irreducible representations U +’ *” corresponding to zero mass and 
spin 4n do not possess this property of extension. 

Consider now a representation 


a: (L,2) —> Hr, x) 


of the complete inhomogeneous group G into the group of automorphisms 
of the logic of a Hilbert space. We have seen already that the restric- 
tion of « to G is induced by a unique representation U of G*. Let us now 
take an inversion J, (r=s, t, or st) and consider a symmetry S, of the 
Hilbert space # (on which « and U act) which induces a,_o). Since 


OL I,,1gx) = %ly,0)%(L,2)%U,,0)2 


it follows that the representations (h,x) >S,U,y, .S,~1 and (h,x) > 
U wn,,1,2) induce the same homomorphism into the projective group of # 
(cf. (69) for definition of h,). This means, as G* has no nontrivial one 
dimensional representations, that 


(196) SU a,oS.7* = Venn) 


for all (h,x) e G*. Conversely, let U(h,z > Uy,,)) be a representation of 
G* in a Hilbert space # whose logic is denoted by Y, and let a(L,% > a, 2) 
be a representation of G in Aut(#) such that @ is induced by U. Since the 
group G is the semidirect product of G and the group of inversions H — 
it is obvious that for « to extend to a representation of @ into Aut(¥), 
it is necessary and sufficient that there exist elements a,, a, a, of Aut(Y) 
such that 


(197) a,” is the identity 
for +=s,t,st, 
(198) Capi, 


and, such that, if S, is a symmetry which induces @,, (196) is satisfied for 
all (h,x)e¢G*. The conditions (197) and (198) are the conditions for 
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I,—> «a, to be a representation of H,,,, and (196) is just the condition 
characteristic of semidirect products. If such a, exist, then the map 


(199) (DL,,@) > Or, phy 


is a representation of G@ which extends « from G. 

We shall now analyze the conditions (196), (197), and (198). In the 
first place, S, can be unitary or anti-unitary and is determined by aj,,9) up 
to a constant multiplying factor. Since J, is a reflection, S,2 must be a 
multiple of the identity, ie., S,?=€1 for a constant ¢ with |f|=1. If 8, 
is unitary, we may, by replacing S, by (~1/28S,, assume that S,2=1. On 
the other hand, for anti-unitary S,, (eS,)(cS,)=S,? for all complex ¢ with 
absolute value 1, so that in this case ¢ is an intrinsic invariant of o%, 9) 
itself. Actually, €= +1, as the following lemma shows. 


Lemma 9.8. Let S be an anti-unitary operator in a Hilbert space # 
such that S*?=€1 for some complex constant € of modulus 1. Then C= +1. 


Proof. Let {e,| be an orthonormal basis for # and let e,’=Se,. Then 
{e;} is an orthonormal basis also and there exists a unitary operator S, 
such that 

Sye; = e; 
for all 7. Write S,=SS,~+. Then S, is anti-unitary and 8.?=1. From 


S?=(1 we obtain the equation S,S,S,~1={S,~1. If H — P, is the spectral 
measure of S,, based on the unit circle, then the last equation leads to 


S,P 8, = Pr 
for all Borel subsets # of the unit circle. Since S,2=1, we obtain 
J Pz 


for all H. This means that ¢?=1. 
Let U be a representation of G* in a Hilbert space # Then there exists 
a unique projection valued measure QY on P* such that 


Uae = | exp ite.p}dQ(p) 


for all x ¢ R*. The support of Q is called the spectrum of U. 


Lemma 9.9. Let a be a representation of G, the complete inhomogeneous 
Lorentz group, into the group Aut LY, £ being the logic of the Hilbert space 
HK. Let U be the representation of G* which induces « on G. Suppose that 
(a) the restriction of U to the translation subgroup is not trivial, (b) there 
exists a constant c such that the spectrum of U is contained in the set 
{p : po>c}. Then ag,,o) 1s induced by an anti-unitary operator for 7=t or 
st, and by a unitary operator if r=8. 
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Proof. Consider first time inversion. Let S, be a symmetry of # which 
induces «,.9). Let M be the spectrum of U. Then M is a closed subset of 
P* invariant under H. Now on any orbit Y,, (m>0), po can take arbitrary 
negative values. So M<{p : py >0}. The condition (196) gives us 


— 
SU aoSi* = Jaynay 


Suppose now that S, is unitary. Let Q be the projection valued measure of 
the representation x > U,,,,. Then 


Va = | exp itLe.p\dQp) 


[, exp 140), 


which shows that #—U 4.12) has the associated projection valued 
measure E —> Q,,;;. Since S, is unitary, these two projection valued mea- 
sures would be equivalent. In particular, their spectra will be the same. 
This implies that the spectrum of Q is invariant under J;. This implies 
that M={0}. This contradicts the assumption (a) of the lemma and 
shows that (J,,0) must be represented by an anti-unitary operator. The 
argument for (/,,,0) is similar. Since J,=J,/,,, (J,,0) must be represented by 
a unitary operator. 
We are now in a position to prove the main result of this section. 


Theorem 9.10. Let U be a representation of G* in a Hilbert space # 
with the property that for some m>0, Qx,+ as the identity operator of H, 
Q being the projection valued measure of the representation «—> U, ,. 
Suppose U induces the representation « of the group G into Aut(L#), L being 
the logic of H#. Then, in order that a may extend to a representation of the full 
inhomogeneous group G into Aut(#), it is necessary that the representation 
of the stability group at some point of X,,*, which is associated with U, be 
self-contragredient. If U is equivalent to one of U™ ++} (m>0,7=0, 4, 1,---), 
U*°, or Ut" @ Ut-® (n=l, 2,---), then U induces a representation « 
of Gin Aut(L£), and « has an extension to a representation of G in Aut(L); 
in the first two cases, the extension is even unique. 


Proof. Suppose that U induces a representation « of Gin Aut(¥), and 
that « has an extension to G as a representation into Aut(Y). By lemma 
12.9, (Z,,0) must be represented by an anti-unitary operator S, when 
7=st. We have: 


SU, 8a? = One 


for all (h,x) € G*. Let p® be any point of X,,* and let 7 be a representation 
of the stability group H° at p° such that U is associated with X,,*+ and a. 


Then, a direct calculation shows that the representation h, x > U ex 
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is associated with — X,,* and 7. On the other hand, as 8 is anti-unitary, 
h,x-—> U,,_,,is contragredient to U, and hence, by lemma 9.3, it is associated 
with — X,,+ and 7°, where 7° is contragredient to. Therefore 7 and 7° must 
be equivalent. 

Let now U be equivalent to one of U™*+7 (m>0), U+°, U+* @ Ut>-*. 
It is obvious that 7 maps the elements (+ 1,0) of @* into multiples of the 
identity. Hence U induces a representation « of G@ into Aut(¥). We shall 
first prove that if U~U™ ++) (m>0) or if U~U+>°, « has at most one 
extension to G as a representation into Aut(¥). It is enough to prove that 
for each +r, the element a, of Aut(#) is uniquely determined by U. 
Suppose that S{ and S@ are two symmetries such that 


foi rs eel Pon) = Os 


for all h,xeG* and r=1, 2. Then (Si)-1S{/@ commutes with all U,,, 
and, being a unitary operator,} it must be a multiple of the identity, as U 
is irreducible. Hence the corresponding elements of Aut(¥) coincide. 

We now come to the existence. A simple and direct argument can be 
given, but in view of the general usefulness of explicit formulas, we shall 
prove the existence part of the theorem by actually writing down the 
relevant symmetries. For U=U™+>° we take #=#7(X,,+,a,,+) and 
write the representation U in the form 


(Un,2p)(p) = exp Hx, p}p(8(h)~*p). 


We define the element «;,9, of the group Aut(.%) as the automorphism 
induced by the symmetry S,, where 


(Sip)(PoP) = Jp(Po:—P); 
(200) (Ssp)(PoP) = JP(Po,P): 
(S:@)(PoP) = (Po. —P); 
J being complex conjugation. It is easily checked that 
= Oye, 
and that 
SUS = Caps 


Note that these formulas also remain valid when m=0. 

For U=U™ ++i (j=4,1,---) we use the vector bundle description 
(154). # is now the Hilbert space of square integrable sections of the 
vector bundle Bt +’. Let N=2) and let Jy be the natural conjugation in 


+ By lemma 12.9, S, is anti-unitary for r=¢, st and unitary for 7=s. 
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C @---@ C€ (N factors). For any endomorphism A in C let A™ be the 
endomorphism A @-:-@ A in € @---@ C. We now define S, by 


(Sp)(P) = (vyovivs) I ne(P); 
(201) (Sip)(p) = (vrv8) Two — Lip), 
(S.p)(p) = yo 'eUsP). 
Here, p € X,,*; note that —I,p=I,peX,,*. 

We observe that yo, v1, ty2, yg are all real. Hence (cf. (147)) for v= 
1,--+, N, yo", v1"; tg", ¥g" are also real. Therefore y’, y,”, and yz” commute 
with J, while y.” anticommutes with J,. It also follows from the same 
observation that y%, (viy3)%, and (yoyiy3)" commute with Jy. This 
implies at once that 


3 3 
( > par’) (yoviys) Ty = (yoyiys) “(> S er’) : 


r=0 =0 


(202) (> Pr¥r ‘\oure In = (nya) x & (Deve '), 


r=0 


(> par}? = (> i'n) 
r=0 r=0 


where 1<v<N, py.’ =o, p, = —P,, r=1, 2, 3. These equations show that 
the transformations S, map sections of B*~ into sections of B,’’. More- 
over, an easy calculation shows that y{” are unitary in €@---@C. 
So we can use (152) to conclude that ||S,||?= ||p||?. In other words, the 
S, are symmetries of # Also, 


<= 1, 
(203) 8S? = (-1)%1 (7 = ee), 
Sy =15,5) = 5,5.. 
It follows from the equation S(h)yo = yoS(h*~1) (ef. (136)) that S, 


satisfies (196). We claim now that S, also satisfies (196). This reduces to 
proving that 


(204) (viva) wSy(h*~*) = Sy(h)yrys) PS y- 
Since Jy commutes with (y,y3)”, this reduces to proving that 
(yaa) S(AE VY = TyS(AY\O(yyyg) y. 
Now, Jy is the natural conjugation and so we have 
TySRY (yrs) Ty = (TS( A) yrya) J 
where we write J for J,. A trivial calculation shows that 
(yiya)S(A¥-*) = IS(h)(yiys) IT 
and this proves (204). 
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The case U~U*-" @ U*--% still remains to be examined. The sym- 
metries S, are again defined by (201). They still satisfy (203). This time, 
the S, operate on the space of square integrable sections of the sum 
Bt vi? © Bt -N?2_ A trivial calculation (cf. (167)) shows that I’ anti- 
commutes with both yi and (yoy;yv3)’Jy while it commutes with 
(v1v3)' vy (v=1,---, N). From this the results concerning U follow quickly. 
Note that both S, and S,, intertwine U++” and U+-— while S, leaves the 
subspaces corresponding to U+’+*% invariant. 


Corollary 9.11. The representations U++*% of G cannot be extended to 
representations of G into the corresponding groups of automorphisms of the 
underlying logics. 


Proof. The representations of the stability subgroup at (1,0,0,1) are 
the characters m,,, > 2*% which are not self-contragredient. 


7. LOCALIZATION 


In Chapter VIII we described up to physical equivalence all systems 
which are irreducibly covariant with respect to the group of all motions 
of a Euclidean configuration space. In three dimensions this led to the 
classification of these systems through their spin and to the familiar 
expressions for the position and momentum observables. On the other 
hand, in this chapter we have described the Lorentz invariant free 
particles and it would be a natural question to ask whether we could write 
expressions for the position operators of these particles. To make this 
question precise, we select a particular inertial coordinate system, and 
ask, for x) =0 in this frame, whether a suitable projection valued measure 
E -> P, can be defined on the Borel sets of R°, the projections acting on 
the Hilbert space # of the particle, such that the range of P, represents 
the experimental statement that the particle at time t=0 belongs to £. 
We shall take the same point of view as we did in Chapter VITI and require 
P(E —> P,) to be such that the system is covariant with respect to the 
group of rigid motions of R*. This condition can be rephrased in a simple 
manner. Let O be an observer and let %, 21, %2, 23 be his time and space 
coordinates. We identify the space of O with R° and obtain the projection 
valued measure P on the o-algebra of Borel subsets of R°. If (h,a) € G* 
is such that a, =0 and he K*, then the new observer O’ determined by (h,a) 
differs from O only in space origin and space orientation. Since U4, a) 
represents the operator which expresses the transformations of states 
associated with the change from O to O’, the above mentioned condition of 
covariance can be expressed as follows: 


(205) Uy oh eee = Pyntzi+a (he K*, a = 0). 
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The problem of describing the position operators can then be regarded as 
the problem of determining, for a given representation U of G*, all the 
projection valued measures P such that (205) is satisfied. 

Let us write V for the representation U when restricted to the subgroup 
of all (h,a) such that a, =0 and he K*. Let us call this subgroup M. The 
pair (V,P) is a system of imprimitivity for M based on R* and hence we 
can use the results of Chapter VIII to conclude that there exists a unitary 
isomorphism W of # onto £?(R®,%,dx) and a representation g — s(9) 
of the group A* in ¥% such that for (h,a) « M, 


(206) (WVi,.aW~*f)(x) = s(h)f(d(h)~*(x—a)), 
and 
(207) (WP,W~*f)(x) = xa(X) f(x). 


In other words, a necessary and sufficient condition that there should 
exist at least one projection valued measure P satisfying (205) is that 
the representation V be unitarily equivalent to the representation, say 
Ls, of M described by the right side of (206). If W is a unitary operator 
effecting this equivalence, P may then be defined by (207). 

The representation appearing on the right side of (206) can be described 
in another, equivalent, form through the use of Fourier-Plancherel trans- 
forms. Let us consider the unique unitary automorphism 


(208) fy 
of #?2(R°,4%dx) onto itself such that for all peC,(R’), 


200) fisiotxidx= ff fn( [[2m)-a%e-1 w(y)dy)a. 
Then a straightforward calculation shows that 
(210) (F Lj, ~F ~*f)(x) = exp[—ixa,x>]s(h)f(8(h)~ 4x), 


where ¢.,.> is the usual Euclidean inner product. We may obviously 
change the measure dx to any rotation invariant measure in the same 
measure class without changing the form or the equivalence class of the 
representation defined by (210). We have therefore obtained the following 
lemma: 


Lemma 9.12. Let V be a representation of M in some Hilbert space #. 
Let m be a real number >0. Then, for the existence of a projection valued 
measure P based on R® such that (V,P) is a system of imprimitivity, it is 
necessary and sufficient that there exist a representation s, 


s:h—s(h) 
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of K* in a Hilbert space X such that V is equivalent to the representation Vs 
of M in £?(R?,X,a,) defined by 


(211) (Vif )(y) = exp[—t<a,y>]s(h)f(8(h)~*y), 
Om being the measure given by 

dy 
2(m? +<y,y>)"? 


Note that m plays a completely harmless role in this lemma. 

We shall now discuss the problem of recognizing whether a given 
representation of M is equivalent to some V* as defined by (211). To this 
end, we need to consider representations more general than the repre- 
sentations V*. Let X =R*— {0}, and let us regard X as a K*-space with the 
action h, y — 6(h)y. Given a strict (K*,X)-cocycle C with values in the 
unitary group of a Hilbert space % we consider the representation V° of 
M in $7(X,4a,) given by 


(212) det = 


(213) (Viafy) = expl—ta.y>]C(h,3(h)~*y) f(8(h)~*y). 
The representation V* is obtained if we take 
C(hy) = s(h). 


The strict cocycle C determines for each r>0, the strict (K*,S*)-cocycle 
Cx 
(214) C.(hu) = C(h,ru), 


where S? is the unit sphere. Note that K* is transitive on S!. 

The next lemma determines the equivalence class of the representation 
V° completely and it is our basic tool in the subsequent analysis of 
localizability. We make a few comments on (213). The projection valued 
measure Q(H# — Q,), where Q, is multiplication by y,, is determined in a 
direct fashion by the V{_,: 


yen ik exp{ —ia,y1dQ(y). 


From this it follows that the unitary equivalence class of Q is determined 
by the unitary equivalence class of V°. In particular, the dimension of 
#, which equals the multiplicity of Q, is determined by the unitary 


equivalence class of V°. 
We recall that 7’ is the subgroup of A* consisting of all diagonal 


matrices 


T’ is the stability subgroup of K* at the points (0,0,r) (r>0). 
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Lemma 9.13. Let C1 and C? be two strict (K*,X)-cocycles with values in 
the unitary groups of Hilbert spaces X and XH. Then, the representations 
V" and V° of M are equivalent if and only if for almost all r >0, the strict 
(K*,S")-cocycles CO, and C,? define equivalent representations of the subgroup 
TT oak *. 

Proof. Let R+ ={r:r>0} and Y=R* x8. The map (7,u) > 70 is a 
homeomorphism of Y with X which sends (r,8(A)u) to 6(A)(ru). It is easily 
shown that the measure «,, on X goes over to a multiple of Bxo on Y 
under this map, where o is the normalized rotation invariant measure on 
S1, and dB=r2(m? +r?) ~1/2dr. 

Suppose now that V°' and V°’ are equivalent representations of the 
group M. Then dim #1=dim #7 so that we may assume that #1= 
KH? =H. Let D be a unitary operator which effects the equivalence. D 
commutes with all the multiplication operators A,, 


(Af)(x) = exp[—t<a,x>] f(x). 
From this it follows easily that D commutes with all operators Q, of the 
form 


(Qef (xX) = xXe(x)f (x). 
From lemma 6.4 we conclude that D=D~ for some Borel map x—> D(x) 
of X into the unitary group of % ie., 
(Df)(x) = D(x) f(x) (x € X). 
The condition that D intertwines the restrictions of V°* and V°? to K* 
now leads to the equation 
C?(h,x) = D(8(h)x)C)(h,x) D(x) 7} 


for each he K* for almost all x. Going over to Y=R* x8! and using 
Fubini theorem, we obtain from this the equation 


0,2(h,u) = D,(3(h)u)C,2(h,u) D,(u)~? 
for almost all triples (A,r,u), where 
Dig) = ira) (ue 8S), 


In other words, for 8-almost all r, the strict (A*,S,)-cocycles C,! and C,? 
are cohomologous. From theorem 5.27, as K* is transitive on S,, it now 
follows that for almost all r, the representations of the stability subgroup 
T’ of K*, defined by C,; and C,?, are equivalent. 

We now come to the converse. Suppose C! and C? satisfy the condition 
described above. We may assume that #1=#2=% Then the strict 
(K*,S*)-cocycles C,* and C,? are cohomologous for £-almost all r. Let 


HK, = LUSH). 
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Let the representations of K* in ¥?(S!,%c)—say A!’ and A?’—be 
defined by 


(Aj’f)(u) = C)(h,8(h)~*u) f(8(h)~*u). 
Let Q* be the projection valued measure based on S! defined by 
(Qe'f)(u) = xe(u)f(u) = (BS S?). 


Then, for any r for which C,’ and C,? are cohomologous, there exists a 
unitary operator D, in %, commuting with all Q,' and having the property 
(cf. theorem 6.12) 


Dp. o Alto Do = Ar, 
Since D, commutes with Q!, D, commutes with the operator in %, of 


multiplication by the function u — exp ir¢a,u) for all a,r. If we then 
write W7?'', for the operator in .4; defined by 


(215) (Wircf)(u) = exp[—ir¢a,u>](A}'f)(u), 
then 
(216) Doig oD a=W ae. 


for all (h,a) e M. W?*’ and W?:’ are representations of M in 4% and their 
dependence on ¢ is Borel; (216) is valid for B-almost all r>0. 

We shall now show that we may choose D, so that r > D, is a Borel 
function. To this end, we rewrite (216) as follows: 


Da WED. 


Let us now denote by Y, the unitary group of %, and consider the set D 
of all pairs (D,r) € %, x R* such that 


DW = WD 


for all (h,a) ¢ M. Since W’’’ is a representation, it is a continuous map 
from M into %, and hence it is clear that the set D is a Borel subset of 
U,x R+. Equation (216) shows that the map D, r > r maps F onto almost 
all of R+. It follows now from von Neumann’s cross-section lemma (cf. 
Chapter V) that there exists a Borel set N <R+ of measure zero and a 
Borel map 


D’ :r—> D'(r) 
of R+—N into Y, such that (D’(r),r)¢Q@ for all re R+—N. Let D’~ 
be the unique unitary operator in ¥?(R+,%,,8) defined by 
(2h) = DOr) 
forre R*+—N. 
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The definition of W*" makes it obvious that the operators W},, defined 
in 27" 2, poy 
(Wi ak )(r) = Whi F(r) 


are unitary, that W’ is a representation of M, and that D’~ intertwines 
W?} and W?. In particular, W' and W? are equivalent. Now, the Hilbert 
space £2(R*,4#,,8) is canonically isomorphic to ¥?(R* xS', 4, B xo), 
which in turn is canonically isomorphic to #?7(X,%,a,,) under the unitary 
isomorphism induced by the measure preserving transformation 7, u—> ru 
of R+ x8! onto X. A little calculation now shows that the representation 
W? goes over to the representation V in the Hilbert space 4?(X,.%a,,). 
Consequently, V°’ and V° are equivalent. This completes the proof of the 
lemma. 


Corollary 9.14. In order that there exist a projection-valued measure P 
based on R such that (V°', P) is a system of imprimitivity for the group M, 
it is necessary and sufficient that there exist a representation s 


8 :h—s(h) 


of K* acting in X, such that for almost all r>0, the restriction of s to the 
subgroup T’ is equivalent to the representation h > C1(h,(0,0,r)) of 7”. 


Proof. Let s be a representation of K* and let CO’ be the strict (K*,X)- 
cocycle defined by 
Cs :h, x — s(h). 


Then the necessary and sufficient condition for the existence of a suitable 
P is simply that, for a suitable s, C! and C® satisfy the condition described 
in lemma 9.13. The corollary now follows at once if we observe that 6(h) 
fixes (0,0,7) if and only if h=m, , for a suitable ¢ with |¢| =1. 


Corollary 9.15. Let (V,P°) be a system of imprimitivity based on R3 
for the group M and let P° have finite multiplicity.t Then, an arbitrary 
projection valued measure P based on R® has the property that (V,P) is also 
a system of imprimitivity for M if and only if there exists a unitary operator 
A commuting with V such that 


(217) P = Ao P°oA-}, 


Proof. If P is defined by (217) for a unitary A lying in the commuting 
ring of V, it is clear that (V,P) is a system of imprimitivity for M. Con- 
versely, let (V,P) be a system of imprimitivity based on R? for M. Then 
(V,P) and (V,P°) are equivalent to the systems induced by certain repre- 
sentations s and s° of K*. Since V~V* and V~V°*", we have Vo~ V*". 


{ Since M is transitive on R°, P° is homogeneous (lemma 9.10). Hence it has a 
well-defined multiplicity. 
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From lemma 9.13 applied to the strict cocycles h, y>s(h), h, y>6(h), 
we conclude that the restrictions of s and s° to the diagonal subgroup 7” = 
{mr.o} are equivalent. Now a look at the formula (211) shows that the 
multiplicity of P®° is the dimension of s°. Hence, s° is finite dimensional. 
Consequently, s is finite dimensional also. Now, it is clear that two 
irreducible representations of A* are equivalent as soon as their restric- 
tions to 7” are equivalent. Using the decomposition into irreducible 
components, one can extend this result easily to finite dimensional repre- 
sentations which are not irreducible. This result implies that s and s° are 
equivalent. In other words, the systems of imprimitivity (V,P) and 
(V,P°) are themselves equivalent. Consequently there exists a unitary 
operator A commuting with V which satisfies (217). This finishes the proof 
of the corollary. 

We are now in a position to prove our basic result on the existence of 
position operators. Let S be a system to which is associated the repre- 
sentation U of the inhomogeneous Lorentz group in the Hilbert space M 
Then G is said to be localizable at time x) =0 if there exists a projection 
valued measure P (in #) based on R® such that 


-1 _ 
Cal GU a er Prntel+a 


for all (h, a) ¢ M. The following theorem is the main result of this section 


(cf. Wightman [1)}). 


Theorem 9.16. Let the representation U associated with a system © be 
defined by the pair (X,,*,7), where m>0, and wm is a representation of the 
stability subgroup of L* at the point p™, where we write p™ for (m,0,0,0) 
when m>O and (1,0,0,1) when m=0. If m>0, S is localizable. If m=0, 
S is localizable if and only if there exists a representation 7’ of K* such that 
a and v7’ have equivalent restrictions to the subgroup T’ of all diagonal 
matrices of K*. 


Proof. We note that K* is the stability subgroup at p™ for m>0 and 
E* is the stability subgroup at p™ for m=0. Let us now select a strict 
(H*,X,,* )-cocycle C with values in the Hilbert space # in which 7 acts, 
such that C defines the representation 7 at p™. The representation U acts 
in #H = Lf?(X,,*, A %,*) and, for (h,a) e M, we have 


(On,af)(p) = exp[—ta,p>]C(h,3(h)~“p) f(8(A)~ *p). 


We now use the bijection p—> ((m?+<p,p>)/?,p) and reduce this to the 
form (213). Corollary 9.14 is then applicable and leads to the following 
necessary and sufficient condition for localizability: S is localizable if and 
only if there exists a representation 7’ of K* such that, for almost all 
r>0, the representation of the stability subgroup at ((m?+7r?)"?,0,0,r), 
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defined by C, has a restriction to the diagonal subgroup 7” that is 
equivalent to the restriction of 7’ to 7”. 
Consider now the point p, ,=((m?+7?)*/?,0,0,r). Let h,, be the 2x2 
diagonal matrix with entries \ and 1/A, where 
m—*2E (2 + 72)1!2 — p}H2 (m > 0), 
ii Oe: (m ='0). 
It is easy to check that 8(hm)P,m=p™. If we now write H*,, for the 
stability group at p, ,, then T’=H%,, A K* and its elements commute 
with h,,. From the cocycle identities we now find, for h € 7", 
C( hp?) = C(hphh,-*,p) 
oe Chas PrimC(h, Dra Win 32) 
so that 
C(h, Brn) = RO(h,p™)R-, 
where 
R= CU Dem )ax: 
In other words, the representations of 7’ defined by C at the points 
((m? + r?)1/2,0,0,7) are all mutually equivalent and are equivalent to the 
restriction of the representation 7 to 7”. We may now apply the criterion 
for localizability described in the previous paragraph to conclude that © 
is localizable if and only if for some representation 7’ of K*, 7, and 7’ 
have equivalent restrictions to 7”. 

For m>0, we may take 7=7’ always and so any system G whose 
associated representation is defined by the orbit X,,* with m>0 is 
localizable. For m=0 the condition obtained is exactly the one stated in 
the theorem. 


Corollary 9.17 (Newton-Wigner [1]). The particles corresponding to the 
representations U™*+4 (m>0,j7=0, 3,1,---) and Ut are localizable, 
whereas those corresponding to the representations U+>*" (n>1), are not. 
The system corresponding to the representation U*» @ Ut:—? ts localizable. 
The photon is not localizable. 

Proof. The Jocalizability of the systems corresponding to U™ +» 
(m>0) and U+-° is immediate from theorem 9.16. Since K* has no non- 
trivial one-dimensional representations, the system corresponding to 
Ut-*" is not localizable if n> 1. 

We now come to the systems whose corresponding representations are 
reducible. The representation U*:" © U+t+~” is associated with (X,+,7™), 
where 7 is the representation 


0 
ma (og) 


of E* (cf. (84)). For n=1, 7 is obviously the restriction of D1/2 to 7’. 
Hence the system corresponding to U+:1@U*>-!} ig localizable. If 
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n> 2, the representations D’ whose restrictions to 7” contain the character 
Mr 9 —> &” are precisely those for which 27>n and 2j—n is an integer; the 
dimension of D’ will then have to be >2. Hence none of the systems 
corresponding to Ut’? @ U*:—", n>2, is localizable. For n=2, we obtain 
the result that the photon is not localizable. 


Remark, The representation of K* of the lowest dimension whose 
restriction to 7” contains the character m, , > ¢? is D', namely the repre- 
sentation k —> 6(k) (k e K*). But the restriction of D1 to T’ contains the 
characters m; 9 > ¢** and the trivial character m, . —> 1. In other words, 
the failure of the photon to be localizable stems, in the last analysis, from 
the fact that, for a given momentum vector, it has only two independent 
spin angular momentum states and that, in particular, it does not have 
any spin angular momentum parallel to its momentum. 

The particles with nonzero rest mass have been shown to be localizable, 
and for these there remains the problem of obtaining the expressions for 
the position operators. Such formulas were written by Newton and 
Wigner [1]. We shall now turn to this question. Instead of the position 
operators which are unbounded it is more convenient to work with the 
unitary representation of the additive group of R* they generate. To be 
more explicit, let U be the representation associated with a localizable 
system and let P be a projection valued measure based on R® such that 
the relations (205) are satisfied. We define, for xc R°, 


B(x) = [exp idxypdP(y)] = expl—ig(x)] 


The B(x) are unitary and B(x—B(x)) is a representation of R*. The 
q(x) are the position operators. The correspondence (218) between B and 
P is one-one. It is easily checked that P satisfies (205) if and only if 


(218) U,,¢B(x) Una = explt(8(h)x,a>] B(3(h)x) 


for all xe R° and (h,a)eM. 
Let us define W,,,, and L(a) as follows: 


VW ee aaa B(x)U 4,0; 
L(a) = Ce 


Here (h,a)¢ M. The set of all pairs (h,x) is identified also with M. It 
follows after a brief calculation that 


Ww é h, >. Whex 
is a representation of M and that (218) is equivalent to 


(219) Wr xL(a)Wix = exp[(8(h)a,x>]L(6(h)a). 
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We shall now use (219) to write by inspection the expressions for the 
B(x). Let m>0 and let U be the representation U™**° acting in #= 
L2(Xm* .%m*); noting that when a=(0,a), {a,p}= —<a,p> we find 


Unf (p) = expl—Ka,p>] f(d(h)~* 
The map 
aa P 
establishes a homeomorphism of X,,* with P?. We shall use the notation 
tq to denote the action in X,,+ obtained by lifting the translation in? 
via 7: 


(220) 1(tTq(P)) = P+4. 


Since the elements of K* leave po invariant, an easy calculation shows 
that 


8(h)Tq9(h)~* = Teena (he K*). 
From this it follows that the map 


(h,q),p —> 7_ q(8(2)p) 


converts X,,* into an M-space. In the Hilbert space 4 L(a) is the 
operator of multiplication by the function p— expi<a,p> and (219) 
shows that we have a system of imprimitivity for M based on X,,* 
considered as an M-space. The measure «,,* is, however, not invariant 
under the “translations” +, and, on noting this, the following expression 
for the B(x) may be immediately written: 


Po(p) \*? 

(221) (Booyfy(p) = {PPL \ pera), 

where py is, as usual, the function p —> (m?+<p,p>)/2. The reader can 
verify at once that the B(x) are unitary and that equation (218) is satisfied. 
The numerical factor on the right side comes as usual from the Radon- 
Nikodym derivatives. If we write q, for the operator q(e,), where e, 
is the vector, all of whose components except the kth one vanish and whose 
kth component is unity, we obtain from (221) the equation 


(222) iq.f = sf +355 2 f 


here p,, Po, ps are global coordinates on X,,* and the 0/ép, are the 
corresponding derivatives, while f is a smooth function vanishing outside a 
compact set. 

The most general B satisfying (218) can now be determined by an 
application of corollary 9.15. Let W be any unitary operator commuting 
with the representation U restricted to M. Commutativity with all 
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Uy 4 (@=0) leads at once to the fact that W is multiplication by a Borel 
function, say u, such that |w(p)|=1 for all p. The commutativity with all 
U,.9 (h € K*) now forces u to be K*-invariant and hence to be a function 
of po. Hence the most general B such that x > B(x) is a unitary repre- 
sentation of R® satisfying (218) is of the form 


1/2 
(B(x) f)(p) = expl ilo) p)~ b(Pe)(rxP))]{ et S(tP), 
Po(TxP) 

where k is an arbitrary real valued Borel function on the positive reals. 

We shall now proceed to the case of nonzero spin. Let us take U = U™ +14 
in the form (154), acting in the Hilbert space # of sections of the bundle 
B,?. Let us assume first that j=4. It is natural to assume for B(x) an 
expression of the form 


(Bex) f)(p) = {Pel s(x, ra 


where R(x,p) €¢ H* and S(h — S(h)) is the usual spin representation of H*. 
In order that S(R(x,p)) may transform the fiber at 7, p to the fiber at 7p, 
it is enough to assume that 6(#(x,p)*) maps p onto 7, p. In order that B 
may be a representation satisfying (218), we should require that the map 
x, p > R(x,p) satisfy the conditions: 
(i) AR(x,p)h~* = R(d(h)x,d(h)p) (he K*), 
(ii) R(x+x’,p) = R(x, p)R(x',7xP), 
AO) 1, 

(ili) S(R(x,p)*)p = txp. 
An easy calculation using (152) shows that each B(x) will be unitary. 

We shall now “‘solve”’ equations (223) for the R(x, p). R® acts freely and 


transitively on X,,+ by the action x, p > 7, 7p, and (ii) of (223) just asserts 
that x, p > R(x,p)-! is a strict (R’,X,,*)-cocycle. Therefore, by lemma 


5.23 we may write 


(223) 


R(x,p) = L(p)~*L(rxp), 
where p —> L() is an arbitrary function. The condition (i) then becomes, 
on simplification, 
L(8(h)p)hL(p)-* = L(8(h)t,p)hL(7xp)~*. 
This shows that the function p —> L(8(h)p)hL(p)~* is 7,-invariant for all 
x, and therefore must be a constant, possibly depending on h: 
L(8(h)p)hL(p)-* = C, (he K*). 
Equation (iii) of (223) can be analyzed similarly. We have, on substituting 


the expression for # in (iii), 
8(L(p)*~*)p = 8(L(7xp)*~")(7xP). 
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This shows that p —> 8(L(p)*~")p must be a constant also. If we use the 
map 
p—> A(p) = Pot. + P1091 + P22 t+ P3903 


which sends elements of P* into 2x 2 Hermitian matrices, and write the 
condition that p —> 8(L(p*)~')p has the same value for all p, we get 


L(p)*~*A(p)L(p)-* = mL(p™)*-*L(p™)~*, 
where p™ = (m,0,0,0). (iii) of (223) therefore can be replaced by 
A(p) = m{L(p™)-*L(p)y{L(p™) ~* L(p)}.- 
It is now easy to determine a solution L. We define L(p™)=1 and 
(224) . L(p) = m~*PA(p)'?. 


Note that for pc X,,+ (m>0), A(p) is positive definite so that L(p) is 
well defined and det L(p)=1. We then obtain, for R, the following 
expression: 


(225) R(x,p) = A(p)~"?A(rxp)”. 


We note that (i) of (223) is automatically satisfied (C,,=h). Collecting all 
this, we obtain 


Ay 
(226) (Boo fyip) = { PaPh | S(A(p)- 2 A(rgp)"?)f (74D). 


Actually we now use (226) to define B. It is not difficult to check that the 
B(x) are unitary and that x — B(x) is a unitary representation of R® 
satisfying (218). For higher spin, we replace (226) by 


1/2 
(227) (Bwfyip) = { Peer) Sy(A(p)-¥2A(ryp)")f (740), 


where Sy=S @---@ S (N=2) factors). 
We can now write the infinitesimal form of (226). To do this it is 
necessary, among other things, to compute 


op) = {5 S(A(p)-* Aree )*)} 


Obviously, if we write 


(x.p) = A(p)-2945, Arid)? | 


t=0 


then §(x,p) is a matrix of zero trace and 


R(x, p) = S(N(x,p)), 
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where 8 is the differential of the representation S. From (i) of (223), we 
have: 


(228) S(A)R(x, p)S(h)~* = R(8(A)x,8(h)p) — (he K*), 


so that ® is uniquely determined by its values for all x and all p of the 
form p = (o,0,0,p3). For fixed x and such p, we find, on writing 


d 
Mes a {A(t Pl 20 


and differentiating the equation [A(7;,p)'/*]?=A(7,,p), that 


A(p)?u+uA(p)t? = ee ames. ) 


+12 —2%3(Po—Ps)/Po 


Using the fact that u is Hermitian we can compute it from this equation. 
Then 9(x,p) reduces, after some simplification, to 


ae ( X3/2Po (x, —122)/Do Lor 
(% +12%9)/P9 —P3 +m —2X3/2Do 


Expressing 9t(x,p) as a real linear combination of the o, and the to,, and 
using (54) and (134), we find, after some calculation, that 


it ye a5 
K(X.) = 5 > torr as y PavoYs 
r=1 


2MPo(Po+m 


iL 
{Oye Mm Po +m) j (2Pav2va— %1 Paysys}: 
This formula is valid for p=(o,0,0,p3). A look at the requirement (228) 
of covariance now enables us to write the expression for R(x,p) in the 
general case: 
ee ee LS 
R(x, p) = een pm 2: PV bine pe LOY; 
(229) 
1 


Se au; —— . 
2m( po +m) veihea ( iPr 1 Pi)VIV 


The fact that 9(x,p) as defined above satisfies (228) for all unitary h is 
straightforward. It is also trivial that, for p,; =p,=0 (229) reduces to the 
earlier expression. We omit the verifications of these. We finally obtain, 
from (229), the following expressions for the position operators g(x): 


a oy 
(230) igef = — Dm po f+ Sg fH -) 
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for any smooth section f vanishing outside a compact set. The generaliza- 
tion of (230) to arbitrary j is trivial. If we define 9’(x,p) by (229) with 
y,” replacing y, (cf. (147), for the meaning of y,’), and write 


R(x,p) = Dy R(x, p), 


then (230) once again gives the expressions for the ig(x) when j7=}N is 
arbitrary. 

We shall now take up the question of uniqueness. We consider first 
4=4. In view of corollary 9.15, we may replace the unitary representation 
Bby Wo Bo W-?, where W is a unitary operator which commutes with 
all U,,, (ha) € M, without destroying the imprimitivity equations (205). 
Now, for any such W, the fact that the U,, (a,=0) commute with it 
shows that there exists a Borel map 


w:p—>w(p) 


of X,,* into the unitary group of C* such that, for each p, w(p) leaves the 
fiber of Bf:+? at p invariant, and (Wq)(p)=w(p)¢(p) for almost all p 
and all @ of the Hilbert space. The commutativity with all U,) (h € K*) 
now leads to the equations 


for each A for almost all p. For p=(,0,0,p3) with p,>0, the S(h) for 
those h with 6(h)p=p are diagonal. It is then not too difficult to determine 
the w which satisfy these equations. We choose a Borel function v, r — v(r), 
of the positive reals into the group of 2x2 diagonal matrices of K* 
arbitrarily and define w by 


Hane ie ‘| (p, = ((m#-+12)12,0,0,7), (0) = 1), 
0 u(r) 


w(d(h)p,) = S(h)w(p,)S(h)-* (he K*). 


It is clear that w is well defined and meets the requirements. For a given w, 
the unitary operator W corresponding to it is given by 


(We)(p) = w(p)o(p) (pe Xn*). 


The unitaries thus obtained exhaust the commuting ring in question. 
The case of higher spin is handled similarly. 

It is noteworthy that the position observables cannot be uniquely 
determined. Formulas (222) and (230), however, seem to give the simplest 
of the possible choices. For the choices represented by (222) and (230), 
we can calculate the velocity observables by differentiating the position 


RELATIVISTIC FREE PARTICLES 391 


observables with respect to time. Since (cf. Chapter XI) these are their 
commutators with energy, we find, using (230) and writing ¢,,=q(e,), 


(231) % = I = DxlDo- 
The velocities are conserved in time. Formulas (231) are the same as those 
in classical relativistic mechanics. 


8. GALILEAN RELATIVITY 


Our concern so far has been exclusively with the relativity prescribed 
by the Lorentz group. Clearly the whole circle of problems can be analyzed 
under the over-all assumption that the space-time group is the inhomo- 
geneous group of Galilean transformations. We shall indicate briefly in 
this section the modifications that are to be made in the foregoing analysis 
when we change the underlying group. To describe the free particles 
under the assumption of Galilean relativity, we must describe and 
classify up to physical equivalence the irreducible (possibly projective) 
representations of the inhomogeneous Galilean group. We carry out our 
discussion along the same lines as we did for the Lorentz case. 

Let us now consider the universal covering group of the inhomogeneous 
Galilean group (cf. (112) through (123) of Chapter VII). This consists of 
the quadruples 

(h,7,V,u) (he K*, 7cR!, v, uc R®), 
with the multiplication law 
(h,n,v,u)(h’,n’,v’,u’) = (hh’, n +7’, d(h)v'+v, d(h)u’ +u+7’v), 
whereh, h’e K*, 7, 7’€R!, u, ve R®. The space-time translations (1,7,0,u) 
form an abelian normal subgroup; the group of the homogeneous Galilean 
transformations (h,0,v,0) acts on the translations (via inner automorphisms) 


as follows: 

(h,0,v,0) : (1,n,0,u) — (1,7,0,6(h)u+ nv). 
This gives, of course, the semidirect product structure of the inhomo- 
geneous Galilean group. We introduce ‘““momentum space” P* of points 


(po,P) as the dual of the vector space of space-time translations (1,7,0,u). 
Each. (o,p) gives rise to the character 


(1,7,0,u) > exp[?(Pon + <p.u)>)], 
where (., .) is the Euclidean inner product in R°. The adjoint action of 


(h,0,v,0) in P* can now be computed; an easy calculation shows this 
to be: 


(232) (h,0,v,0) : (Po,P) > (Po —<v,5(h)p>, 8(4)p). 
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From (232) one can easily obtain the orbits for the homogeneous group in 
P*. We claim that the orbits are 


(233) Zp. = {(Po,0)} (— < Po < %), 

and 

(234) X, = {(pop) :<pP> = 7} (r > 0). 

That Z,,, which consists of a single point, is an orbit is trivial. On the other 


hand, (232) shows that X, is invariant. We shall show that any point of 
X, is obtained from (0,(0,0,7)) by applying a suitable element (h,0,v,0). 
In fact, (232) shows that any point (0,p) with <p,p>) =r? can be so obtained; 
to pass from (0,p) to (~o,p) we choose v € R° so that <v,p) = — py and use 
(1,0,v,0). Note that X, “splits” into R! x8’, where S’ is the sphere of 
radius r in R°. An easy calculation based on Fubini theorem shows that on 
X,, the measure dp,do* is invariant, dp, being Lebesgue measure on R? 
and o’ the unique normalized rotation invariant measure on S’. The 
stability group at (7,0) is the entire homogeneous group. The stability 
group at (0,(0,0,r)) consists of all elements (h,0,v,0), where 


0 
h = M9 = (; = (|| = 1) 


V = (21,02,0) (v1, Ve arbitrary). 


and 


The product of (m; o,0,v,0) and (mz. o,0,v’,0) is (mzr-,9,0,v",0), where 
v” = 8&(m;z9)V' +V. 
On writing 
2(v) = 0, — Wo, 
we obtain for 2(v’): 
a(v") = C2z(v’)+2(v). 
In other words, the stability subgroup at (0,(0,0,7)) is isomorphic to the 
semidirect product of C and 7 under the mapping (m, 9,0,v,0) — (£,2(v)), 
wherein the product in T x C is determined according to 


(235) (C,z)(G",2") = (00', 022’ +2). 
The orbit structure of P* is obviously smooth. For the stability subgroup 


at (0,(0,0,7)) we have already described the representations. These are 
the 7,, 


Tn (Mz 9;0,Vv,0) Se "hs (n = 0, eal, a, : -) 


and the z, and 7,’ (p>0); the latter act in #2(7') and are described by 
(cf. (98) and (99)) 


(27,(™z,0,0,v,0)f)(t) = explip Re(tl—*z(v)*)]f (2-74), 
(775° (mz,0,0,V,0)f)(t) = ¢ explip Re(tl~ tz(v)*)] f(¢~%t). 
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The representations L* associated with any one of these irreducibles, say 
7, may now be written explicitly. We only note that 


(236) (Lin.o.wd (PoP) = expl[t(nPo+<u.p>)]f(Po.p); 


f belonging to a Hilbert space of scalar or vector valued functions on X,. 
The representations associated with Z,, are 


(237) (h,n,Vv,a) > exp(tpon)7(h,0,v,0), 


where 7 is an arbitrary irreducible representation of the homogeneous 
group. 

It is remarkable that none of these representations can represent any 
physical particle. We shall see now why this is so. Formula (237) shows 
that the time translations act as scalars and hence leave every ray fixed— 
there is no temporal evolution. Hence it becomes necessary to give up 
these representations. We come next to the representations L7 associated 
with the orbits X, (r>0). Formula (236) shows that the momentum 
operators 6,, Bz, Bz corresponding to the translations along the axes in 
space are the operators of multiplication by p,, po, and p3. But p,?+ 
Po? +p32=r? and hence 


(238) By2+B2+B,? = rl, 


which gives an unphysical relation between the three momenta. More- 
over, it can be quickly seen that the systems corresponding to these 
representations are not localizable either. To see this, let us write V for the 
restriction of any one of these representations LZ” to the subgroup of 
translations in space only and let us assume that there exists a projection 
valued measure P(H > P,z) based on the o-algebra of Borel sets of R° 
acting in the Hilbert space # of V such that 


Veale © = Pru 


for all uc R? and EF CR?. From theorem 6.17, we know that there exists a 
unitary isomorphism W of # with ¥(R°,%,dx), where % is a Hilbert 
space, such that 


(WV AW *)f)(x) = f(x—u) 


for all fe £?(R°,4,dx). Now, u—> V, is a representation of the abelian 
group R® and hence there exists a unique projection valued measure Q 
on the space of vectors p such that 


Vaz I exp[icu,p)]dQ(p). 
Pp 
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From the uniqueness of Q and from formula (236) we see that Q vanishes 
for the complement of the set {p : <p,p> =77}; in fact, (236) shows that in the 
Hilbert space 


Ha — $7(X,,A,do x dpo), 


KH being the space of 7,.V, acts as multiplication by the function p —> 
exp i<u,p> and hence Q, must be the operator of multiplication by yz, 
proving that Q vanishes for the complement of the set (p,p>=7?. There- 
fore, the projection valued measure WQW~? also vanishes for the 
complement of the set {p : <p,p>=r?}. On the other hand, we use the 
Fourier-Plancherel isomorphism (cf. (209)) 

Pee. 
of #(R*,4\dx) with £?(P?,%,dp) to find 

(FWVW-*F-*f)(p) = expl—i<up>]f(P). 

This implies that the measure class of the projection valued measure 
WQW-~- + is that of Lebesgue measure, which is a contradiction, as we have 
already shown that this measure class is supported by the set 
{p: <p,.p>=r?} of zero Lebesgue measure. Therefore, the systems 
corresponding to the representations L” are not localizable. 

Our analysis therefore shows that we must consider the projective 
representations of the inhomogeneous Galilean group in order to be able 
to build a theory of Galilean invariant particles. We shall now indicate 
the details of this theory. We shall use the results and the theory of 
multipliers as developed in Chapter VII. According to the results we have 
obtained there, any nonexact multiplier of the covering group of the 
Galilean group is similar to the multiplier m, which is given by 


(239) m,: 7,7’ > expt : [<u,8(h)v’> —<v,d(h)u’> +-'<v,5(h)v’>], 
where 

r = (h,7,v,u), r = (h’,n’,v',u’), 
and 


Tan) 


is a real number. Given m,, we can construct the associated extension of 
the inhomogeneous group in the usual way. The elements of this extension 
are pairs (7; ¢) with |¢|=1, and the group operation is given by 


(r5 S)(r’s O°) = (re’; €'m,(7,7')). 
We denote this group by G*. Now m,(r,r')=1 when v=v’=0 and so 
(1,7,0,u; ¢)(1,7',0,u’; 0’) = (1,9 +7’,0,u'+u; £2’), 
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so that the set of all elements of the form (1,7,0,u; ¢) forms an abelian 
group. We denote this group by A* and, when convenient, its typical 
element by (7,u; ¢). Further, m,(7,r’)=1 when u=u’=0 and 7’=0 so 
that 


(h,0,v,0; 1)(h',0,v’,0; 1) = (hh’,0,8(h)v’ +v,0; 1), 


showing that the set of all elements (f,0,v,0; 1) forms a subgroup of G". 
We write H* for this subgroup and, when convenient, denote its typical 
element by (h,v; 1). We have: 


(240) (nu; ¢ exp| —i - cay] (haw 1) = (h,,v,u; 0). 


G is thus a semidirect product of A* and H*. The action of H* on A‘ via 
inner automorphisms is given by 


(241) (Avs 1) : (nus 0) > (9,8(h)atqv,’), 
where 
(242) C= Cexp —4 5 [2v,8(h)u)+¢v,v)]. 


We are interested in describing those irreducible representations of G* 
which map the elements (1,0,0,0; ) into ¢~! times the identity, for these 
are precisely the representations which give rise to the m,-representations 
of the inhomogeneous Galilean group (theorem 7.16). Fortunately, G7 
is itself a semidirect product of At and H’*, and so we can determine its 
irreducible representations using the theory of Section 8, Chapter VI. 


ES 
To this end, we must determine the dual group A‘ of A‘ and classify the 


A Aw 
H orbits in At. A typical element of At will be written as (po,p; 2) where 
po € Rk’, pe R%, and nis an integer; we shall associate with it the character 


(n,u; 6) —> 6” exp[t(nPo + <u.p>)]. 
A brief calculation based on (241) shows that the adjoint action of the 
element (h,v; 1) in a is given by 
(243) (h,v; 1) : (po.P.m) > (Po'P’.2), 
where 


Po = Po — <V,8(h)p> — 3n7<v,V>, 


244 
ee) p’ = d(h)p+nrv. 


The reader may observe the difference between this action and the action 
(232). 
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It is quite simple to determine the orbits and stability groups associated 
with the action (244). A brief calculation shows that 


(245) <p.p>+2nr7p5 = <p’,p'>+2n7po’. 


In other words, the function (po,p; ») > <p,p> + 2n7po is invariant under 
H' for each fixed n. Let us now define the sets Z, , by 


(246) Zn.p = {(PoP; 2) : <P,P>+2n7Po = p}; 


here n is an integer, p a real number, n and p are arbitrary except when 
n=O, for which case p>0. The Z, , are invariant under H’ and 


a 
A’ =z, 5. 
n,p 


When n=0, (244) reduces to (232) and we find that the sets Z)_, (p>9) 
are orbits. The set Z) is not an orbit; Zyo={(po,0; 0) : poeR’}, and 
each point of it is invariant under H*. For n¥0, and arbitrary p, Z,,, is 
an orbit. In fact, the point 


(247) Gn,p = ((2n7)~*p,0; 0) 


lies in Z,,, and one computes quickly from (243) that the element 
(1,(n7)~*p;1) of H* sends a,, to the point ((2n7)~1(p—<p,p)),p; 2) 
which is, of course, the general point of Z, ,. The stability subgroup of 
H' at a,,, is the group of all elements of the form 


(h,0; 1) 
which is isomorphic to K* (the unitary group). The map 
€: p—> ((2n7)~*(p—<p,p>),P; m) 


is a homeomorphism of Z,,, (n #0) with P® and allows us to treat p,, po, 
and pz as coordinates on Z, ,. ‘The element (h,0; 1) sends (po,p; ) to 
(P0,5(h)p; n) while the element (1,v; 1) sends (po,p;) to the element 
(Po—<¥,P>— 3N7XV,V>, p+nrv; »). From this it follows easily through an 
application of Fubini theorem that the measure dp is invariant under H*. 


Finally it is obvious that the entire orbit structure of A is smooth. 
Unless n= —1, the orbit Z,, will not lead to an m,-representation of G. 
If Z is an orbit and U an irreducible representation of G* associated with 
Z, then U acts on a Hilbert space ¥ of functions defined on Z with values 
in some Hilbert space .%. From the general theory of Chapter VI, we know 
that for any ae A’, U, will be the operator of multiplication by the 
function 2 —> 4(a) (2 € Z). In particular, if Z<Z, ,, the element (0,0; £) of 
A* will be mapped, in any irreducible representation associated with Z, 
into the operator ("J (I being the identity operator). Consequently, the 
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m,-representations of G are precisely those that are associated with the 
orbits Z_,.,, p arbitrary. 

We shall now describe these representations. Exactly as in the case of 
the Euclidean group (cf. Chapter VIII), we find that, if 


8: h—>s(h) 


is an irreducible representation of the unitary group K* in a (finite 
dimensional) Hilbert space %; the map (h,v; 1),2—> s(h) (£€ Z_,,) isa 
strict cocycle which defines the representation (h,0; 1) —>s(h) of the 
stability group at a_, ,. If we denote by # the Hilbert space 


(248) H = LPH dp), 


then the representation U**” of G*, associated with Z_,,, and s, is given 
by 


(249) (Ope? f)(p) = Q's(h) f(8(h)~ (p+ rv), 


where r=(h,n,v,u) and 
(250) Q! = (fern!) -? exp i[(w P+ ) +5 <p>}: 


for this we have only to use the map é identifying Z_,,, with P®, the 
equation (240) which displays explicitly the semidirect product structure 
of G*, the equation (244) which gives the adjoint action of H‘, and sub- 
stitute in the general formula (132) of Chapter VI. 

The map r — U}:$° will then be the irreducible m, representation of the 
inhomogeneous Galilean group associated with U*’:?. We now observe 
that the number p enters (250) only in the factor e~‘°"/?* and hence may be 
dropped when we describe the corresponding projective representation of 
the inhomogeneous Galilean group. We shall write V** for this irreducible, 
projective representation. It acts on # and 


(251) (Vi-sf)(p) = Qs(h) f(d(h)~*(p+7v)) 
with 
(252) Q = expi | (u P+5 ") +5 pp). 


In this form, the multiplier for V"* will be similar to m,. 

There remains the question of physical equivalence among these 
representations. We shall show first that V"* and V~**s are anti-unitarily 
equivalent. Consider any anti-unitary isomorphism J of the Hilbert space 
KH onto itself and define © by 


(253) (Of)(p) = Jf(—P). 
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© is an anti-unitary isomorphism of #2(P?,%,dp) onto itself. A quick 
calculation shows that 


OVts@-i = Vries 


where s’ is the representation h —> Js(h)J~+ of K*. Since dim(s’)=dim(s), 
s’~s,s0 that V-**’ ~ V-*S, Hence V™5 and V ~*'s are physically equivalent. 
Suppose conversely that V%:"°: and V'2°S2 are physically equivalent. Let us 
first assume that the equivalence is effected by a unitary operator. 
Restriction to the subgroup of Euclidean motions (7=0,v=9) implies 
that. the corresponding representations are unitarily equivalent and 
enables us to conclude, using lemma 9.13, that s,~s,. We may (and do), 
therefore, assume that s,; =s,=s and that V%'S and V*2s both act in #= 
L4P3,4dp). It is then immediately obvious that the multipliers of the 
two representations V‘1-* and V‘2°5 are similar. But we have observed that 
the multiplier of V*™* is similar to m,. So our observation implies that m,, 
and m,, are similar. The determination of the multiplier group of the 
Galilean group carried out in Chapter VII now enables us to conclude that 
7, and r, must be equal. Thus V"1"*1 and V%2'‘2 cannot be unitarily physically 
equivalent unless 7,=7, and s,~8o. If, on the other hand, they are anti- 
unitarily physically equivalent, then V~'1-%: and V*2:52 must be unitarily 
physically equivalent, and we could deduce that 7.= —7,, 8; %S. In other 
words, the projective representations V™S (7>0) are, for distinct 7 and 
inequivalent s, physically inequivalent, and any irreducible projective 
representation of the inhomogeneous Galilean group with nonexact 
multiplier is physically equivalent to one of these. 

The action of V"* can be described in another and perhaps more usual 
form by passing to Fourier-Plancherel transforms. Let (cf. (209)) 


F ‘fsa 


be the Fourier-Plancherel isomorphism of 42(P?,%dp) onto #?(R?,%,dx) 
and let 


Then 
(254) Vis = exp(—3 v)r, 
2Qr 
where 
Oo? o? o? 

2 emia ames aa 
a jee" aeeiveee 
and 


(256) (Tf)(x) = exp iz[}<u,v> + <x—u, v>]o(h) f(8(h) (x —u)). 
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V is self-adjoint with the usual domain. The expression (254) shows that 
the energy of the particle is the operator 
(257) Lo= ee V. 

27 
Notice that we have thus proved the formula (77) of Chapter VIII. Further, 
under the (covering group of the) Euclidean group, the states transform 
according to the law described by 


(258) (Vis5o.omd)(x) = 8(h)f(8(h)-*(x—u)). 


A look at (258) is enough to conclude that the system corresponding to 
V™s is localizable, and the projection valued measure which leads to the 
position operators is the usual one, H — P,, where 


(259) Py: f—> xf. 


In other words, V"* describes the Schrodinger particle of mass 7 and spin j 
where dim(s)=2j+1. We have thus obtained the following theorem: 


Theorem 9.18. The irreducible representations of the covering group of 
the inhomogeneous Galilean group G cannot represent nontrivial particles 
and the corresponding systems are not localizable. On the other hand, for each 
t>0O and each half-integer 7=0, 4, 1,--- there is an irreducible projective 
representation with a nonexact multiplier of the inhomogeneous Galilean 
group, say V*? and (with s=D") its action is given by (251) and (252). 
Every irreducible projective representation of G with a nonexact multiplier is 
physically equivalent to exactly one of the V"). The particle corresponding to 
V*) is the Schrodinger particle of mass + and spin j, and its energy operator is 
—(1/27)V where V ts the Laplacian (255). 


The analysis of the ordinary representations of the inhomogeneous 
Galilean group was first carried out by Inonu and Wigner [1], [2]. For the 
projective representations, the reader may consult the papers of Bargmann 
[1] and Wightman [1] (cf. also Pauli [1)). 


NOTES ON CHAPTER IX 


The mathematical and physical aspects of the theory of relativisitically 
invariant wave equation have spanned a vast literature; see, for instance, 
Invariant Wave Equations, Lecture Notes in Physics, No. 73, Springer- 
Verlag, Berlin, edited by G. Velo and A.S. Wightman, 1978. For an account 
of the early literature on this subject see E.M.Corson, Introduction to 
Tensors, Spinors and Relativistic Wave Equations, Chelsea reprint of the 
1953 edition); see also Chapter IV of M. A. Naimark, Linear Representations 
of the Lorentz Group (in Russian), Moscow, 1958. 
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Dynamical group 

of a classical system, 6 
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classical, 322 
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section of, 234 
square integrable section of, 
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G-isomorphism, 159 
G-space, 158 
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Galilean group, 283, 325 
projective representation of, 
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Galilean relativity, 325, 391 
Galilean transformation, 283 
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Geometry, 19 
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Gleason’s theorem, 97 
generalizations of, to von 
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Haar measure, 157 
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Heisenberg picture, 293 
Heisenberg states, 293, 327 
Hidden variables in Quantum 
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Hilbert space over a division ring, 
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Hilbertian pairs, 115 
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between Boolean algebras, 9 
defined by a cocycle at a point, 
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equivalence of, 176 
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Inertial coordinate system, 323 
Inertial observer, 323 
Infinitesimal operators (for the free 
particle representations), 364 
Infinity 
element at, 33 
points at, lines at, etc., 33 
Inhomogeneous group, associated 
with a group and a 
representation of it, 278 
Integral of motion, 292 
Inversions, group of, 337 
Involutive anti-automorphism, 25 
Isomorphism (between geometries), 
21 
linearity of, 21 


Jordan algebras, 133 
formally real, 133 


Kernel of a o-homomorphism, 11 
Koopman system of imprimitivity, 
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Icsc group, 156 
Lattice, 8 
complemented, 8 
distributive, 8 
irreducible, 19 
lines, planes, etc., of, 20 
modular, 18 
points of, 19 
rank of, 19 
Linear momentum in a given 
direction, 301 
Localizable systems, 383 
Locally bounded map (from one 
topological space to another), 
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Locally bounded topological group, 
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Logic, 42 
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associated with a von Neumann 
algebra, 112 
of a classical system, 6 
injection of, 43 
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isomorphism of, 43 
projective, 114 
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sublogic of, 43 
Lorentz condition, 371 
Lorentz group, 326 
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Maxwell equations, 371 
Measure, 150 
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invariant, 151, 159 
quasi-invariant, 159 
regular, 150 
standard, 150 
Measure class, 151 
bi-invariant, 191 
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n, 219 
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invariant, 151 
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of projection valued measure, 218, 
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transitive, 182 
Measure on a logic, 50 
Minkowskian form, 326 
Modular function (of a Icsc group), 
157 
Momentum 
angular, 4 
corresponding to symmetries, 4 
linear, 4 
Momentum observables, 5, 295 
Momentum space, 339 
representations, 329 
Momentum vector, 1! 
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locally continuous, 255 
similar, 248 
Multiplier group (K-multiplier 
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Phase space, 2 
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Polarity, 24 
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Position operators 
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Product of Borel spaces, 149 
Projection valued measures, 80 
corresponding to a representation 
of an abelian group, 238 
cyclic vector for, 218 
homogeneous, 218 
measure class of, 218, 219 
multiplicity of, 218 
Projective group (of a Hilbert 
space), 244 
Projective representation, 248 
multiplier of, 248 
Projectivity 
canonical fixed points of, 39 
general, 39 
special, 39 
Pure state, 53 


Quantization, 315 

Quantum probability, 145 
conditional, 145 

Quasi invariant measure, 159 

Quasi-probability distribution, 
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conjugacy of, 22 
conjugation of, 22 
norm of, 21 
unit, 22 

Question observables, 50 


Radon-—Nikodym derivative, 151 
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Representation 
absolutely irreducible, 278 
admissible, 278 
equivalence of, 202 
of a group in the group of 
automorphisms of the convex 
set of states, 69 
irreducible unitary, 202 
physical equivalence of, 305 
unitary, 201 


Schrédinger equation (abstract), 291 
Schrédinger particle, 399 
Schrédinger picture, 293 
Schrédinger representation (of 
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Second Quantization, 316, 321 
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Semilinear transformation, 20 
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